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Rules  and  Regulations 


Title  5— ADMINISTRATIVE 
PERSONNa 

Chapter  I — Civil  Service  Commission 

PART  300— EMPLOYMENT 
(GENERAL) 

part  330— recruitment,  SELEC¬ 
TION,  AND  PLACEMENT  (GEN¬ 
ERAL) 

Miscellaneous  Amendments 

1.  Part  300  lias  been  amended  to  ex¬ 
tend  the  time-in-grade  requirements  of 
Subpart  F  to  movements  from  positions 
under  the  wage  system  to  positions  under 
the  General  Schedule,  and  to  modify  the 
method  used  to  determine  grade  equiva¬ 
lency  in  applying  these  requirements. 
Effective  on  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register,  §§  300.601,  300.604,  and  300.605 
of  Subpart  F  are  amended  as  set  out 
below. 

Subpart  F — Time-in-Grade 
Restrictions 

§  300.601  Applicability. 

(a)  This  subpart  applies  to  any  ad¬ 
vancement  to  a  competitive  position  that 
is  subject  to  the  General  Schedule  from 
a  competitive  or  excepted  position  that  is 
subject  either  to  the  General  Schedule 
or  to  a  wage  system  under  section  5341(a) 
of  title  5,  United  States  Code,  by : 

(1)  Promotion: 

(2)  Transfer  to  a  higher  grade;  or 

(3)  Any  type  of  appointment  under 
this  chapter  (including  reemployment 
and  reinstatement)  made  within  1  year 
after  separation  from  a  nontemporary 
appointment. 

(b)  This  subpart  does  not  apply ; 

(1)  When  the  position  from  which  the 
advancement  is  made  is  outside  the  com¬ 
petitive  service  and  in  the  legislative  or 
judicial  branch;  or 

(2)  When  the  position  from  which  the 
advancement  is  made  is  not  subject  to 
the  General  Schedule  or  to  a  wage  sys¬ 
tem  under  section  5341(a)  of  title  5, 
United  States  Code,  unless  the  employee 
advanced  held  a  position  of  this  type 
within  the  preceding  year. 

§  300.604  Periods  of  creditable  service. 

(a)  Except  as  provided  in  §  330.502  of 
this  chapter,  the  periods  of  service  re¬ 
quired  by  §§  300.6002  (a)  and  (b)  and 
300.603(b)  include  all  service  at  the  ap¬ 
propriate  or  higher  grade  or  level  in  po¬ 
sitions  in  the  Federal  or  District  of  Co¬ 
lumbia  civilian  service  regardless  of 
whether  or  not  the  positions  were  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  General  ^hedule. 

(b)  Except  fis  provided  in  §  330.502  of 
this  chapter,  when  two  periods  of  service 
in  positions  subject  to  the  General 
Schedule  are  interrupted  for  less  than 


1  year  by  service  in  a  position  not  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  General  Schedule,  the  latter 
service  is  counted  as  a  continuation  of 
the  prior  service  in  the  position  subject 
to  the  General  Schedule. 

(c)  Except  as  provided  in  paragraph 
(b)  of  this  section,  and  in  §  330.502  of 
this  chapter,  service  in  a  position  not  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  General  Schedule  is  counted 
at  the  equivalent  General  Schedule  grade 
in  effect  when  the  service  was  performed. 
ITie  equivalent  General  Schedule  grade 
is  determined  by  comparing  the  represen¬ 
tative  rate  of  the  position,  as  defined  in 
Part  351  of  this  chapter,  with  the  repre¬ 
sentative  rates  of  positions  under  the 
General  Schedule.  The  highest  General 
Schedule  grade  whose  representative  rate 
does  not  exceed  the  representative  rate 
of  the  position  by  more  than  one  within- 
grade  increase  is  the  equivalent  General 
Schedule  grade. 

§  300.605  Other  time  restrictions. 

The  time-in-grade  restrictions  in  this 
subpart  are  in  addition  to  the  time-after- 
competitive-appointment  restrictions 
contained  in  Subpart  E  of  Part  330  of 
this  chapter. 

(5  V.S.C.  3301  note,  3302,  E.O.  10577;  3  CFR, 
1954-1958  Comp.,  p.  218) 

2.  Part  330  has  been  amended  to  es¬ 
tablish  an  additional  restriction  relating 
to  time-in-grade  by  limiting  the  extent 
to  which  time  served  under  certain  tem¬ 
porary  appointments  may  be  counted  for 
this  purpose.  It  has  also  been  amended  to 
extend  from  3  months  to  1  year  the  time- 
after-competitive-appointment  require¬ 
ment  for  noncompetitive  appointment  to 
rural  carrier  positions  in  the  postal  field 
service.  Effective  on  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register,  Subpart  E  is  amended 
as  set  out  below. 

Subpart  E — Restrictions  To  Protect 
Competitive  Principles 

§  330.501  General  restriction  on  move¬ 
ment  after  competitive  appointment. 

Except  as  provided  in  §§  330.503  and 
330.504,  an  agency  may  promote  an  em¬ 
ployee  or  reassign  him  to  a  different  line 
of  work,  or  to  a  different  geographical 
area,  and  it  may  transfer  a  present  em¬ 
ployee  or  reinstate  a  former  employee  of 
the  same  or  another  agency  to  a  higher 
grade  or  different  line  of  work,  or  to  a 
different  geographical  area,  only  after  3 
months  have  elapsed  since  the  employee’s 
latest  nontemporary  competitive  ap¬ 
pointment.  The  Commission  may  waive 
the  restriction  against  movement  to  a 
different  geographical  area  when  it  is 
satisfied  that  the  waiver  is  consistent 
with  the  principle  of  open  competition. 

§  330.502  Additional  restrictions  relat¬ 
ing  to  time  in  grade. 

In  applying  the  time-in-grade  restric¬ 
tions  of  Subpart  F  of  Part  300  of  this 


chapter  to  an  employee  serving  with 
career  or  career-conditional  tenure  ac¬ 
quired  through  competitive  appointment, 
prior  service  under  nonpermanent  ap¬ 
pointment  at  a  level  above  that  of  his 
competitive  appointment  shall  be  cred¬ 
ited  as  if  it  had  been  i^rformed  at  the 
level  of  his  competitive  appointment. 

§  330.503  Promotion  to  poslma.-^tcr 
positions. 

A  postal  employee  may  be  promoted  to 
a  postmaster  position  at  a  post  office  of 
the  first-,  second-,  or  third-class  only 
after  he  has  served  1  year  under  career 
appointment  in  the  postal  service. 

§  330.504  Noncompetitive  appointment 
to  rural  carrier  positions. 

A  person  may  be  promoted,  trans¬ 
ferred,  or  reinstated  to  a  rural  carrier 
position  in  the  postal  service,  or  reas¬ 
signed  to  a  rural  carrier  position  from  a 
different  line  of  work  or  from  a.  different 
geographical  area,  only  after  he  has 
served  one  year  since  his  latest  nontem- 
porary  competitive  appointment. 

§  330.505  Nonapplicability  to  persons 
within  reach  on  registers. 

The  restrictions  in  this  subpart  do  not 
apply  to  a  person  who  is  within  reach 
on  a  register  for  competitive  appoint¬ 
ment  to  the  position  to  be  filled. 

(6  U.S.C.  1302,  3301,  3302,  E.O.  10577;  3  CFR. 
>4-1958  Comp.,  p.  218) 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant  to 
the  Commissioners. 

[F.R.  Doc.  69-2443;  Filed,  Feb.  26,  1969; 
8:50  a.m.] 


Title  7— AGRICULTURE 

Chapter  I — Consumer  and  Marketing 
Service  (Standards,  Inspections, 
Marketing  Practices),  Department 
of  Agriculture 

PART  68— REGULATIONS  AND 
STANDARDS  FOR  INSPECTION  AND 
CERTIFICATION  OF  CERTAIN  AGRI¬ 
CULTURAL  COMMODITIES  AND 
PRODUCTS  THEREOF 

Standards  for  Rough  Rice 

Pursuant  to  the  administrative  pro¬ 
cedure  provisions  of  5  U.S.C.  553,  a  no¬ 
tice  of  proposed  rule  making  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  (33  F.R. 
18627)  on  December  17,  1968,  regarding 
a  proposed  amendment  to  §  68.225  of  the 
U.S.  Standards  for  Rough  Rice  (7  CFR 
68.201  et  seq.)  under  authority  con¬ 
tained  in  sections  203  and  205  of  the 
Agricultural  Marketing  Act  of  1946,  60 
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posed  rule  making  were  sent  to  individu¬ 
als,  corporations,  and  associations  inter¬ 
est^  in  the  production,  milling,  drjdng, 
marketing,  and  use  of  rice.  Public  hear¬ 
ings  were  not  held  but  all  interested  par¬ 
ties  were  given  until  January  2,  1969,  to 
submit  written  data,  views,  or  recom¬ 
mendations  in  connection  with  the  pro¬ 
posed  amendment. 

Only  one  letter  was  received  by  the 
Hearing.  Clerk  on  the  proposal  to  make 
the  factor  analysis  permissive.  This  let¬ 
ter  favored  having  the  factor  analysis 
permissive  rather  than  mandatory.  In 
addition,  the  Department  surveyed  129 
rice  industry  representatives,  including 
producers,  driers,  and  millers,  as  to  their 
Interest  in  a  factor  analysis  of  the  large 
broken  kernels.  Of  those  interviewed.  111 
expressed  no  interest,  17  occasional  in¬ 
terest,  and  three  extensive  interest  in 
such  information. 

Consideration  has  been  given  to  all 
comments  received  and  to  other  infor¬ 
mation  available  to  the  U.S.  Department 
of  Agriculture. 

Prom  the  comments  received  from  the 
rice  Industry  and  from  information  avail¬ 
able  to  the  Department,  there  is  sub¬ 
stantial  reason  for  adopting  the  proposal 
that  an  analysis  of  the  large  broken 
kernels  would  be  made  for  one  or  more 
factors  only  when  requested  by  the  ap¬ 
plicant  for  inspection. 

There  was  no  support  for  the  alternate 
proposal  to  analyze  only  the  factor  or 
factors  which  degrade  the  large  broken 
kernels  to  the  greatest  extent. 

Accordingly,  §  68.225  of  the  standards 
is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§  68.225  Grade  designations  for  rough 
rice. 

The  grade  designation  for  rough  rice 
shall  Include,  in  the  order  named,  the 
letters  “U.S.”;  the  number  of  the  grade 
or  the  words  “Sample  grade”,  as  the  case 
may  be;  the  name  of  the  class;  the  name 
of  each  applicable  special  grade;  and,  in 
the  case  of  rough  rice  which  contains  not 
more  than  18  percent  of  moisture,  there 
shall  be  added  to  the  grade  designation 
a  statement  of  the  milling  yield.  In  the 
case  of  Mixed  Rough  Rice,  the  grade  des¬ 
ignation  shall  also  include,  following 
the  name  of  the  class,  the  name  and  ap¬ 
proximate  percentage  of  the  predominant 
class  and  then,  in  the  order  of  predom¬ 
inance,  of  each  other  class  of  rough  rice 
contained  in  the  mixture.  When  re¬ 
quested  by  the  applicant  for  inspection, 
the  results  of  analysis  for  one  or  more 
factors  of  the  large  broken  kernels  shall 
be  shown  imder  “Remarks”  on  the 
certificate. 


sary  and  good  cause  is  found  for  making 
the  amendment  effective  less  than  30 
days  after  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

Effective  date.  As  proposed,  this 
amendment  shall  become  effective  on  the 
date  of  its  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

(Sec.  203,  205,  60  Stat.  1087,  1090,  as  amended, 
7  U.S.C.  1622, 1624,  29  F.R.  16210,  as  amended; 
33  FJl.  10750) 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  24th 
day  of  February  1969. 

G.  R.  Grange, 
Deputy  Administrator, 
Marketing  Services. 

IP.R.  Doc.  69-2402;  Filed,  Feb  26,  1969; 
8:50  ajn.] 


Chapter  IV — Federal  Crop  Insurance 
Corporation,  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture 

PART  401— FEDERAL  CROP 
INSURANCE 

Subpart — Regulations  for  the  1969 
and  Succeeding  Crop  Years 

Appendix;  Parishes  Designated  for 
Sugarcane  Crop  Insurance 

Pursuant  to  authority  contained  In 
§  401.101  of  the  above-identified  regula¬ 
tions,  the  following  parishes  have  been 
designated  for  sugarcane  crop  insur¬ 
ance  for  the  1970  crop  year. 

IiOVISIANA 

Ascension.  St.  James. 

Assumption.  St.  John  the  Baptist. 

Iberia.  St.  Martin. 

Iberville.  St.  Mary. 

Lafourche.  Terrebonne. 

Polnte  Coupee.  West  Baton  Rouge. 

(Secs.  506,  516,  52  Stat.  73,  as  amended,  77. 
as  amended;  7  U.S.C.  1506, 1516) 

[seal]  Jack  H.  Morrison, 

Acting  Manager,  Federal 
Crop  Insurance  Corporation. 

[FJl.  Doc.  69-2405;  Filed,  Feb.  26,  1969; 
8:50  am] 


PART  407— TUNG  NUT  CROP 
INSURANCE 

Subpart — Regulations  for  the  1965 
and  Succeeding  Crop  Years 

Appendix;  County  Designated  for  Tung 
Nut  Crop  Insurance 


Pursuant  to  authority  contained  in 
§  407.1  of  the  above-identified  regula- 


Chapter  IX — Consumer  and  Market-  i 
ing  Service  (Marketing  Agreements  ! 
and  Orders;  Fruits,  Vegetables, 
Nuts),  Department  of  Agriculture  | 

[Navel  Orange  Reg.  171] 

PART  907— NAVEL  ORANGES  ! 
GROWN  IN  ARIZONA  AND  DESIG-  < 
NATED  PART  OF  CALIFORNIA 

Limitation  of  Handling  i 

§  907.471  Navel  Orange  Regulation  171. 

(a)  Findings.  (1)  Pursuant  to  the 
marketing  agreement,  as  amended,  and 
Order  No.  907,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part 
907,  33  F.R.  15471),  regulating  the  han-  j 
dling  of  Navel  oranges  grown  in  Arizona 
and  designated  part  of  California,  effec-  1 
tive  under  the  applicable  provisions  of  . 
the  Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement  I 
Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601- 
674),  and  upon  the  basis  of  the  recom-  | 
mendations  and  Information  submitted  i 
by  the  Navel  Orange  Administrative  i 
Committee,  established  under  the  said  | 
amended  marketing  agreement  and  | 
order,  and  upon  other  available  infor¬ 
mation,  it  is  hereby  foimd  that  the  limi¬ 
tation  of  handling  of  such  Navel  oranges, 
as  hereinafter  provided,  wlU  tend  to  ef¬ 
fectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act. 

(2)  It  is  hereby  further  found  that  it 
is  impracticable  and  contrary  to  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest  to  give  preliminary  notice, 
engage  in  public  rule-making  procedure, 
and  postpone  the  effective  date  of  this 
secticm  until  30  days  after  publication 
hereof  In  the  Federal  Register  (5  UJS.C. 
553)  because  the  time  intervening  be¬ 
tween  the  date  when  information  up(Hi 
which  this  section  is  based  became  avail¬ 
able  and  the  time  when  this  section  must 
become  effective  in  order  to  effectuate  the 
declared  policy  of  the  act  is  insufficient, 
and  a  reasonable  time  is  permitted,  under 
the  circumstances,  for  preparation  for 
such  effective  time;  and  good  cause 
exists  for  making  the  provisions  hereof 
effective  as  hereinafter  set  forth.  The 
committee  held  an  open  meeting  during 
the  current  week,  after  giving  due  notice 
thereof,  to  consider  supply  and  market 
conditions  for  Navel  oranges  and  the 
need  for  regulation;  interested  persons 
were  afforded  an  opportunity  to  submit 
Information  and  views  at  this  meeting; 
the  recommendation  and  supporting  in¬ 
formation  for  regulation  during  the 
period  specified  herein  were  promptly 
submitted  to  the  Department  t^ter  such 
meeting  was  held;  the  provisions  of  this 
section.  Including  its  effective  time,  are 
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identical  with  the  aforesaid  recommen¬ 
dation  of  the  committee,  and  informa¬ 
tion  concerning  such  provisions  and 
effective  time  has  been  ’  disseminated 
among  handlers  of  such  Navel  oranges; 
it  is  necessary,  in  order  to  effectuate  the 
declared  policy  of  the  act,  to  make  this 
section  effective  during  the  period  herein 
specified:  and  compliance  with  this  sec¬ 
tion  will  not  require  any  special  prepara¬ 
tion  on  the  part  of  persons  subject  hereto 
which  cannot  be  completed  on  or  before 
the  effective  date  hereof.  Such  commit¬ 
tee  meeting  was  held  on  February  25, 
1969. 

(b)  Order.  (1)  The  respective  quanti¬ 
ties  of  Navel  oranges  grown  in  Arizona 
and  designated  part  of  California  which 
may  be  handled  during  the  period  Feb¬ 
ruary  28,  1969,  through  March  6,  1969, 
are  hereby  fixed  as  follows: 

(1)  District  1:  693,000  cartons; 

(ii)  District  2:  207,000  cartons: 

(iii)  District  3:  Unlimited  movement. 

(2)  As  used  in  this  section,  “handled,” 
“District  1,”  “District  2,”  “District  3,” 
and  “carton”  have  the  same  meaning  as 
when  used  in  said  amended  marketing 
agreement  and  order. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C. 
601-fl74) 

Dated:  February  26, 1969. 

Paul  A.  Nicholson, 
Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and 
Vegetable  Division,  Consumer 
and  Marketing  Service. 

IF.R.  Doc.  69-2534;  Filed,  Feb.  26,  1969; 

11:21  am.] 


[Valencia  Orange  Reg.  263] 

PART  908— VALENCIA  ORANGES 
GROWN  IN  ARIZONA  AND  DES¬ 
IGNATED  PART  OF  CALIFORNIA 

Limitation  of  Handling 

§  908.563  Valencia  Orange  Regulation 
263. 

(a)  Findings.  (1)  Pursuant  to  the 
marketing  agreement,  as  amended,  and 
Order  No.  908,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part 
908,  33  F.R.  19829),  regulating  the  han¬ 
dling  of  Valencia  oranges  grown  in  Ari¬ 
zona  and  designated  part  of  California, 
effective  under  the  applicable  provisions 
of  the  Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement 
Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601- 
674),  and  upon  the  basis  of  the  recom¬ 
mendations  and  information  submitted 
by  the  Valencia  Orange  Administrative 
Committee,  established  under  the  said 
amended  marketing  agreement  and 
order,  and  upon  other  available  informa¬ 
tion,  it  is  hereby  found  that  the  limita¬ 
tion  of  handling  of  such  Valencia 
oranges,  as  hereinafter  provided,  will 
tend  to  effectuate  the  declared  policy  of 
the  act. 

<2)  It  is  hereby  further  found  that 
it  is  impracticable  and  contrary  to  the 


public  interest  to  give  preliminary  notice, 
engage  in  public  rule-making  procedure, 
and  postpone  the  effective  date  of  this 
section  until  30  days  after  publication 
hereof  in  the  Federal  Register  (5  U.S.C. 
553)  because  the  time  intervening  be¬ 
tween  the  date  when  information  upon 
which  this  section  is  based  became  avail¬ 
able  and  the  time  when  this  section  must 
become  effective  in  order  to  effectuate 
the  declared  policy  of  the  act  is  insuffi¬ 
cient,  and  a  reasonable  time  is  permitted, 
under  the  circumstances,  for  preparation 
for  such  effective  time:  and  go^  cause 
exists  for  making  the  provisions  hereof 
effective  as  hereinafter  set  forth.  The 
committee  held  an  open  meeting  during 
the  current  week,  after  giving  due  notice 
thereof,  to  consider  supply  and  market 
conditions  for  Valencia  oranges  and  the 
need  for  regulation;  interested  persons 
were  afforded  an  opportunity  to  submit 
information  and  views  at  this  meeting; 
the  recommendation  and  supporting  in¬ 
formation  for  regulation  during  the 
period  specified  herein  were  promptly 
submitted  to  the  Department  after  such 
meeting  was  held;  the  provisions  of  this 
section,  including  its  effective  time,  are 
identical  with  the  aforesaid  recommen¬ 
dation  of  the  committee,  and  informa¬ 
tion  concerning  such  provisions  and 
effective  time  has  been  disseminated 
among  handlers  of  such  Valencia 
oranges;  it  is  necessary,  in  order  to 
effectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act, 
to  make  this  section  effective  during  the 
period  herein  specified:  and  compliance 
with  this' section  will  not  require  any 
special  preparation  on  the  part  of  per¬ 
sons  subject  hereto  which  cannot  be 
completed  on  or  before  the  effective  date 
hereof.  Such  committee  meeting  was 
held  on  February  25.  1969. 

(b)  Order.  (1)  The  respective  quan¬ 
tities  of  Valencia  oranges  grown  in  Ari¬ 
zona  and  designated  part  of  California 
which  may  be  handled  during  the  period 
February  28,  1969,  through  March  6, 
1969,  are  hereby  fixed  as  follows: 

(1)  District  1:  Unlimited  movement; 

(ii)  District  2:  Unlimited  movement: 

(iii)  District  3:  156,486  cartons. 

(2)  As  used  in  this  section,  “han¬ 
dled,”  “handler,”  “District  1,”  “District 
2,”  “District  3,”  and  “carton”  have  the 

^  same  meaning  as  when  used  in  said 
amended  marketing  agreement  and 
order. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7 
U.S.C.  601-674) 

Dated:  February  26, 1969. 

Paul  A.  Nicholson, 
Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and 
Vegetable  Division,  Consumer 
and  Marketing  Service. 

[F.R.  Doc.  69-2533;  Filed,  Feb.  26,  1969; 

11:21  am] 


Chapter  XIV — Commodity  Credit  Cor¬ 
poration,  Department  of  Agriculture 

SUBCHAPTER  B— LOANS,  PURCHASES,  AND 
OTHER  OPERATIONS 

[Arndt.  1] 

PART  1479— CERTIFICATES  OF  INTER¬ 
EST  IN  COMMODITY  CREDIT  COR¬ 
PORATION  PRICE-SUPPORT  LOANS 

Subpart  A — Special  Series  Certificates 
of  Interest 

Subpart  B — Participation  of  Financial 
Institutions  in  a  Pool  of  Price-Sup¬ 
port  Loans 

Miscellaneous  Amendments 

The  regulations  in  Subpart  A,  Part 
1479,  containing  the  terms  and  condi¬ 
tions  governing  participation  by  inter¬ 
ested  persons  in  the  financing  of  un¬ 
matured  price-support  loans  placed  in 
special  pools,  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  April  5,  1966  (31  F.R.  5346), 
are  amended  as  follows: 

1.  Section  1479.1  is  amended  by  adding 
at  the  end  thereof  a  new  paragraph  (d), 
as  follows: 

§  1479.1  Drfinition8. 

*  •  *  4.  * 

(d)  “Announcement  of  sale”  shall 
mean  any  notice  of  terms  and  conditions 
respecting  a  sale  of  Certificates. 

§  1479.3  [.Amended] 

2.  Section  1479.3(a)  is  amended  by 
substituting  the  word  “persons”  for  the 
word  “anyone”  in  the  second  sentence 
and  by  adding  the  following  sentence  at 
the  end  thereof :  “CCC  reserves  the  right 
to  limit  the  participants  and  the  amount 
of  participation.” 

3.  Section  1479.3(b)  is  amended  by 
deleting  from  the  second  sentence  the 
words  “of  $5,000,  $10,000,  $100,000,  and 
$1,000,000,  unless  otherwise”. 

§  1479,3  [.Amended] 

4.  Section  1479.5  is  amended  by  sub¬ 
stituting  the  word  “a”  for  the  word  “any” 
in  the  third  sentence  and  adding  the 
following  sentence  at  the  end  thereof: 
“The  issuing  and  paying  Federal  Reserve 
Banks  will  be  specified  in  the  invitation 
for  bids  or  other  announcement  of  sale. 
The  paying  Federal  Reserve  Banks  will 
also  be  specified  on  the  face  of  the 
Certificates.” 

The  regulations  in  Subpart  B,  Part 
1479,  containing  the  terms  and  condi¬ 
tions  governing  particii>ation  by  financial 
institutions  in  the  financing  of  price- 
support  loans  in  a  continuing  pool,  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  of  July  17, 
1968  (33  F.R.  10184),  are  amended  as 
follows : 

§  1479.20  [Amended] 

1.  Section  1479.20  is  amended  by  sub¬ 
stituting  the  word  “continuing”  for  tiie 
word  “single”  and  deleting  the  word  “all” 
in  the  first  sentence  thereof. 
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§  1479.21  [Amended] 

<2.  Section  1479.21(f)  Is  amended 
Inserting  before  the  words  *'oommcm 
fund”  the  word  “continuing”. 

(Secs.  4  and  5.  62  Stat.  1070-1072,  as  amend¬ 
ed;  15  UJ5.C.  714b,  714c) 

Effective  date.  Upon  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Febru¬ 
ary  20,  1969. 

Lionel  C.  Holm, 

Acting  Executive  Vice  President. 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation. 

[P.B.  Doc.  69-2401;  Piled.  Peb.  26,  1969; 
8:50  am.] 

Title  14— AERONAUTICS  AND 
SPACE 

Chapter  I — Federal  Aviation  Admin¬ 
istration,  Department  of  Transpor¬ 
tation 

[Docket  No.  9113;  Arndt.  93-15] 

PART  93— SPECIAL  AIR  TRAFFIC  RULES 
AND  AIRPORT  TRAFFIC  PATTERNS 

High  Density  Traffic  Airports; 
Correction 

The  document  amending  Part  93  of 
the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations,  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on  Feb¬ 
ruary  26,  1969,  at  34  F.R.  2603,  is  cor¬ 
rected  by  changing  the  reference  in 
§  93.127  from  “§  93.129(a)”  to  “§93.129 
(c)”. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Feb¬ 
ruary  26, 1969. 

D.  D.  Thomas, 
Acting  Administrator. 

[P.R.  Doc.  69-2491;  Piled,  Feb.  26,  1969; 
9:46  a.m.] 

Title  16— COMMERCIAL 
PRACTICES 

Chapter  I — Federal  Trade  Commission 

[Docket  No.  D-1488] 

PART  13— PROHIBITED  TRADE 
PRACTICES 

Associated  Chinchilla  Services  of 
New  England,  Inc.,  et  al. 

Subpart — Advertising  falsely  or  mis¬ 
leadingly:  §  13.50  Dealer  of  seller  as¬ 
sistance;  §  13.60  Earnings  and  profits; 
§  13.70  Fictitious  or  misleading  guaran¬ 
tees;  §  13.175  Quality  of  product  or 
service.  Subpart — ^Misrepresenting  one¬ 
self  and  goods — Goods:  §  13.1608  Dealer 
of  seller  assistance;  §  13.1615  Earnings 
and  profits;  §  13.1647  Guarantees; 
§  13.1715  Quality. 

(Sec.  6.  38  Stat.  721;  15  U.S.C.  46.  Interprets 
or  applies  sec.  5,  38  Stat.  719,  as  amended;  15 
U.S.C.  45)  [Cease  and  desist  order.  Associated 
Chinchilla  Services  of  New  England,  Inc., 
doing  business  as  Chinchilla  Producers  As¬ 


sociation  et  aL,  Hartford,  Conn.,  Docket 
C-1488,  Jan.  31,  1969] 

In  the  Matter  of  Associated  Chinchilla 
Services  of  New  England,  Inc.,  a 
Corporation,  Formerly  Doing  Busi¬ 
ness  Under  Its  Own  Name  and  Now 
Doing  Business  as  Chinchilla  Pro- 
•  ducers  Associ<Mon.  and  John  O. 
Lindgren,  BilUe  J.  Lindgren,  and . 
Troy  R.  Loun,  Jr.,  Individually  and 
as  Officers  and  Directors  of  said 
Corporation 

Consent  order  requiring  a  Hartford, 
Conn.,  seller  of  chinchilla  breeding  stock 
to  cease  making  exaggerated  earning 
claims,  misrepresenting  the  quality  of  its 
stock,  deceptively  guaranteeing  the  fer¬ 
tility  of  its  stock,  and  misrepresenting  its 
services  to  purchasers. 

The  order  to  cease  and  desist,  including 
further  order  requiring  report  of  com¬ 
pliance  therewith,  is  as  follows: 

It  is  ordered.  That  respondents  Asso¬ 
ciated  Chinchilla  Services  of  New  Eng¬ 
land,  Inc.,  a  corporation,  doing  business 
under  its  own  name  or  as  Chinchilla  Pro¬ 
ducers  Association,  or  imder  any  other 
trade  name  or  names  and  its  officers,  and 
John  O.  Lindgren,  Billie  J.  Lindgren,  and 
Troy  R.  Loun,  Jr.,  individually  and  as 
officers  and  directors  of  said  corporation 
and  respondents’  representatives,  agents, 
and  employees,  directly  or  through  any 
corporate  or  other  device,  in  connection 
with  the  advertising,  offering  for  sale, 
sale  or  distribution  of  chinchilla  breeding 
stock  or  any  other  products  in  commerce, 
as  “commerce”  is  defined  in  the  Federal 
Trade  Commission  Act,  do  forthwith 
cease  and  desist  from: 

A.  Representing,  directly  or  by  impli¬ 
cation,  that: 

1.  It  is  commercially  feasible  to  breed 
or  raise  chinchillas  in  homes,  basements, 
garages,  spare  rooms,  or  other  quarters 
or  buildings  or  that  large  profits  can  be 
made  in  this  manner:  Provided,  however. 
That  it  shall  be  a  defense  in  any  enforce¬ 
ment  proceeding  instituted  hereunder  for 
respondents  to  establish  that  the  repre¬ 
sented  quarters  or  buildings  have  the 
requisite  space,  temperature,  humidity, 
ventilation,  and  other  environmental 
conditions  which  would  make  them 
adaptable  to  and  suitable  for  the  breed¬ 
ing  and  raising  of  chinchillas  on  a 
commercial  basis  and  that  large  profits 
can  be  made  in  this  manner. 

2.  Breeding  chinchillas  as  a  commer¬ 
cially  profitable  enterprise  can  be 
achieved  without  previous  knowledge  or' 
experience  in  the  breeding,  raising,  and 
care  of  such  animals. 

3.  Each  female  chinchilla  purchased 
from  respondents  and  each  female  off¬ 
spring  will  produce  successive  litters  of 
from  one  to  four  live  offspring  at  111-day 
intervals. 

4.  The  number  of  litters  or  sizes  there¬ 
of  produced  per  female  by  respwndents’ 
chinchilla  breeding  stock  is  any  number: 
Provided,  however.  That  it  shall  be  a 
defense  in  any  enforcement  proceeding 
instituted  hereimder  for  respondents  to 
establish  that  the  represented  number  of 
litters  and  sizes  thereof  are  actually  and 
usually  produced  by  chinchillas  pur¬ 


chased  from  respondents  or  the  offspring 
of  said  chinchillas. 

5.  Pelts  from  the  offspring  of  respond¬ 
ents’  chinchilla  breeding  stock  sell  for 
an  average  price  of  $30  per  pelt;  or  that 
pelts  from  the  offspring  of  respondents’ 
breeding  stock  generally  sell  from  $28  to 
$61  each. 

6.  Chinchilla  pelts  from  respondents’ 
breeding  stock  will  sell  for  any  price, 
average  price,  or  range  of  prices:  Pro¬ 
vided.  however.  That  it  shall  be  a  defense 
in  any  enforcement  proceeding  instituted 
hereimder  for  respondents  to  establish 
that  the  represented  price,  average  price, 
or  range  of  prices  are  actually  anti 
usually  received  for  pelts  produced  by 
chinchillas  purchased  from  respondents 
or  by  the  offspring  of  such  chinchillas. 

7.  Purchasers  of  respondents’  chin¬ 
chilla  breeding  stock  v^l  receive  high 
quality  or  “Empress  Certified”  quality 
chinchillas  or  any  other  grade  or  quality 
of  chinchillas:  Provided,  however.  That 
it  shall  be  a  defense  in  any  enforcement 
proceeding  instituted  hereunder  for  re¬ 
spondents  to  establish  that  purchasers  do 
actually  receive  chinchillas  of  the  repre¬ 
sented  grade  or  quality. 

8.  Each  female  chinchilla  purchased 
from  respondents  and  each  female  off¬ 
spring  produce  at  least  four  live  young 
per  year. 

9.  The  number  of  live  offspring  pro¬ 
duced  per  female  chinchilla  is  any  num¬ 
ber  or  range-  thereof:  Provided,  however. 
That  it  shall  be  a  defense  in  any  en¬ 
forcement  proceeding  instituted  here¬ 
under  for  respondents  to  establish  that 
the  represented  number  or  range  thereof 
of  offspring  are  actually  and  usually  pro¬ 
duced  by  female  chinchillas  purchased 
from  respondents  or  the  offspring  of  said 
chinchillas. 

10.  A  purchaser  starting  with  three 
females  and  one  male  of  respondents’ 
chinchillas  will  have,  from  the  sale  of 
pelts,  an  annual  income,  earnings  or 
profits  of  $5,250  at  the  end  of  the  fifth 
year  after  purchase. 

11.  Purchasers  of  respondents’  breeding 
stock  will  realize  gross  or  net  income, 
earnings  or  profits  in  any  amount  or 
range  of  amounts:  Provided,  however. 
That  it  shall  be  a  defense  in  any  enforce¬ 
ment  proceeding  instituted  hereunder  for 
respondents  to  establish  that  the  repre¬ 
sented  amount  or  range  of  amounte  of 
earnings,  profits  or  income  are  actually 
and  usually  realized  by  purchasers  of 
respondents’  breeding  stock. 

‘  12.  Breeding  stock  purchased  from  re¬ 

spondents  is  warranted  or  guaranteed 
without  clearly  and  conspicuously  dis¬ 
closing  the  nature  and  extent  of  the 
guarantee,  the  manner  in  which  the 
guarantor  will  perform  and  the  identity 
of  the  guarantor. 

13.  Breeding  chinchillas  by  mated  pairs 
will  produce  mor6  and  better  quality  off¬ 
spring  than  by  polygamous  breeding. 

14.  Respondents  doing  business  as 
Chinchilla  Producers  Association  or 
under  any  other  trade  or  corporate  name 
or  as  Individuals  have  been  in  the  chin¬ 
chilla  business  for  13  years;  or  misrepre¬ 
senting,  in  any  manner,  the  length  of 
time  respondents  individually  or  through 
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any  corporate  or  other  device  have  been 
In  business. 

15.  Chincillas  are  hardy  animals  or  are 
not  sxisceptlble  to  disease.’ 

16.  Chinchilla  mutation  breeding 
stock  has  a  market  value  of  $350  each  or 
any  other  price  or  range  of  prices;  or 
that  the  pelts  of  chinchilla  mutants  hav¬ 
ing  a  white,  silver,  or  beige  color  or  any 
other  color  generally  sell  for  $80  to  $200 
each  or  any  price,  average  price  or 
range  of  prices:  Provided,  however.  That 
it  shall  be  a  defense  in  any  enforcement 
proceeding  instituted  hereunder  for  re¬ 
spondents  to  establish  that  the  repre¬ 
sented  price,  average  price  or  range  of 
prices  are  actually  and  usually  received 
for  chinchilla  mutation  breeding  stock 
and  the  pelts  of  the  chinchilla  mutants 
having  a  white,  silver,  or  beige  color  or 
other  color. 

n.  Purchasers  of  respondents’  chin¬ 
chilla  breeding  stock  are  given  guidance 
or  professional  assistance  in  the  care 
and  breeding  of  chinchillas;  or  that  re¬ 
spondents’  ranch  inspectors  are  well 
trained  or  qualified  to  give  giiidance  or 
professional  assistance  in  the  care  and 
breeding  of  chinchillas;  Provided,  how¬ 
ever.  That  it  shall  be  a  defense  in  any 
e^oroement  proceeding  instituted  here¬ 
under  for  respondents  to  establish  that 
the  purchasers  are  actually  given  the 
represented  gviidanoe  or  professional 
assistance  in  the  care  and  breeding  of 
chinchillas  and  that  their  ranch  inspec¬ 
tors  are  well  trained  and  qualified  to  give 
such  guidance  and  professional  assist¬ 
ance  in  the  care  and  breeding  of 
chinchillas. 

18.  Chinchillas  or  chinchilla  pelts  are 
in  great  demand;  or  that  purchasers  of 
respondents’  breeding  stock  can  expect 
to  be  able  to  sell  the  offspring  or  the 
pelts  of  the  offspring  of  respondents’ 
chinchillas  because  said  chinchillas  or 
pelts  are  in  great  demand. 

19.  Purchasers  investing  $2,500  in  re¬ 
spondents’  chinchillas  will  make  $10,500 
in  net  profit  each  year  5  years  after  the 
purchase  of  respondents’  chinchillas. 

20.  Purchasers  investing  any  amoimt 
or  range  of  amoimts  will  make  any 
amount,  or  range  of  amoimts,  in  profit 
in  any  number  of  years  or  interval  of 
time  after  the  purchase  of  respondents’ 
chinchillas;  Provided,  however.  That  it 
shall  be  a  defense  in  any  enforcement 
proceeding  instituted  hereunder  for  re¬ 
spondents  to  establish  that  purchasers 
investing  a  stated  amount,  or  range  of 
amounts,  actually  and  xisually  realize 
the  represented  profit  in  the  represented 
number  of  years  or  interval  of  time. 

B.  Misrepresenting,  in  any  manner, 
the  assistance,  training,  services,  or  ad¬ 
vice  supplied  by  respondents  to  pur¬ 
chasers  of  their  <diinchilla  breeding 
stock. 

C.  Misrepresenting,  in  any  manner, 
the  earnings  or  profits  of  purchasers  of 
respondents’  chinchilla  breeding  stock. 

D.  Failing  to  deliver  a  copy  of  this 
order  to  cease  and  desist  to  all  present 
and  future  salesmen  or  other  persons 
engaged  in  the  sale  of  the  respondents’ 
products  or  services  and  falling  to  secure 
from  each  salesman  or  other  person  a 


signed  statement  acknowledging  receipt 
of  said  order. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  respond¬ 
ents’  corporation  shall  forthwith  dis¬ 
tribute  a  copy  of  this  order  to  e€ich  of  its 
operating  di^^ons. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  re¬ 
spondents  herein  shall,  within  sixty  (60) 
days  after  service  up6n  them  of  this 
order,  file  with  the  Commission  a  report, 
in  writing,  setting  forth  in  detail  the 
manner  and  form  in  which  they  have 
complied  with  this  order. 

Issued:  January  31, 1969. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Joseph  W.  Shea, 

Secretary. 

[PJl.  Doc.  69-2343;  Piled,  Peb.  26,  1969; 

8:45  a.m.] 


[Docket  No.  0-1489] 

PART  13— PROHIBITED  TRADE 
PRACTICES 

Southern  Aluminum  Discount  Co., 
Inc.,  et  ol. 

Subpart — Advertising  falsely  or  mis¬ 
leadingly:  S  13.70  Fictitious  or  mislead¬ 
ing  guarantees:  §  13.125  Limited  offers 
or  supply;  §  13.155  Prices:  13.155-10 
Bait;  13.155-33  Demonstration  reduc¬ 
tion;  13.155-100  Usual  as  reduced,  spe¬ 
cial,  etc.,  §  13.170  Qualities  or  prop¬ 
erties  of  product  or  service:  13.170-30 
Durability  or  permanence.  Subpart — 
Neglecting,  unfairly  or  deceptively,  to 
make  material  disclosure:  §  13.1905 
Terms  and  conditions. 

(Sec.  6.  38  Stat.  721;  15  U.S.C.  46.  Interprets 
or  applies  sec.  6,  38  Stat.  719,  as  amended; 
15  TT.S.C.  45)  [Cease  and  desist  order. 
Southern  Alumlniun  Discount  Co.,  Inc.  et  al., 
Springfield,  Mo.,  Docket  C-1489.  Peb.  3,  1969] 

In  the  Matter  of  Southern  Aluminum 
Discount  Co.,  Inc.,  a  Corporation, 
and  Carpet  Discount  House,  Inc.,  a 
Corporation,  and  T.  Doyle  Mitchell 
and  Bobbie  Lou  Mitchell,  Individ¬ 
ually  and  as  Officers  of  Said 
Corporations 

Consent  order  requiring  two  affiliated 
Springfield,  Mo.,  home  improvement 
companies  to  cease  using  bait  advertise¬ 
ments,  false  pricing  and  savings  claims, 
deceptive  limited  offers,  and  false  guar¬ 
antees  in  the  sale  of  their  products,  and 
neglecting  to  disclose  that  purchasers’ 
sales  contracts  may  be  negotiated  to 
third  parties. 

The  order  to  cease  and  desist,  includ¬ 
ing  further  order  requiring  report  of 
compliance  therewith,  is  as  follows: 

It  is  ordered.  That  respondents  South¬ 
ern  Aluminum  Discoimt  Co.,  Inc.,  a  cor¬ 
poration,  and  Carpet  Discount  House, 
Inc.,  a  corporation,  and  their  officers, 
and  T.  Doyle  Mitchell  and  Bobbie  Lou 
Mitchell,  individually  and  as  cheers  of 
said  corporations  and  respondents’  rep¬ 
resentatives,  agents,  and  employees,  di¬ 
rectly  or  through  any  corporate  or  other 
"  device,  in  connection  with  the  advertis¬ 
ing,  offering  for  sale,  sale,  or  distribution 
or  installation  of  residential  siding,  or 


other  home  improvement  products  or 
any  other  products,  in  commerce,  as 
“commerce”  is  defined  in  the  Federal 
Trade  Commission  Act,  do  forthwith 
cease  and  desist  fresn: 

1.  Using,  in  any  manner,  a  sales  plan, 
scheme  or  device  wherein  false,  mislead¬ 
ing  or  deceptive  statements  or  represen¬ 
tations  are  made  in  order  to  obtain  leads 
or  prospects  for  the  sale  of  other  mer¬ 
chandise  or  services. 

2.  Making  representations  purporting 
to  offer  merchandise  for  sale  when  the 
purpose  of  the  representation  is  not  to 
sell  the  offered  merchandise  but  to  ob¬ 
tain  leads  or  prospects  for  the  sale  of 
other  merchandise  at  higher  prices. 

3.  Discouraging  the  purchase  of  or 
disparaging  any  merchandise  or  services 
which  are  advertised  or  offered  for  sale, 
either  before  or  after  a  contract  has  been 
signed  for  the  purchase  of  such  mer¬ 
chandise  or  services. 

4.  Representing,  directly  or  by  impli¬ 
cation,  that  any  merchandise  or  services 
are  offered  for  sale  when  such  offer  is 
not  a  bona  fide  offer  to  sell  such  mer¬ 
chandise  or  services. 

5.  Representing,  directly  or  by  impll- 
cati<m,  that  any  price  for  respondents’ 
products  is  a  special  or  reduced  price, 
unless  such  price  constitutes  a  signifi¬ 
cant  reduction  from  an  established  sell¬ 
ing  price  at  which  such  products  have 
been  sold  in  substantial  quantities  by  re¬ 
spondents  in  the  recent  regular  coiu^  of 
their  business;  or  misrepresenting,  in 
any  manner,  the  savings  available  to 
purchasers. 

6.  Representing,  directly  or  by  impli¬ 
cation,  that  any  offer  to  sell  products  is 
limited  as  to  time  or  is  limited  in  any 
other  manner;  Provided,  however.  That 
it  shall  be  a  defense  in  any  enforcement 
proceedings  instituted  hereunder  for  re- 
six>ndents  to  establish  that  any  repre¬ 
sented  limitation  as  to  time  or  other 
represented  restriction  is  actually  im¬ 
posed  and  adhered  to  by  respondents. 

7.  Representing,  directly  or  by  impli¬ 
cation,  that  the  home  of  any  of  respond¬ 
ents’  customers  or  prospective  customers 
has  been  selected  to  be  used  or  will  be 
used  as  a  model  home,  or  otherwise,  for 
advertising  purposes. 

8.  Representing,  directly  or  by  impli¬ 
cation,  that  any  reduced  price,  allowance, 
discount,  commission  or  other  compen¬ 
sation  is  granted  by  respondents  to  pur¬ 
chasers  in  return  for  permitting  or  agree¬ 
ing  to  allow  the  premises  on  which  re¬ 
spondents’  products  are  installed  to  be 
used  for  model  homes  or  demonstration 
piUT)oses. 

9.  Representing,  directly  or  by  impli¬ 
cation,  that  respondents’  products  will 
never  require  repainting,  or  misrepre¬ 
senting  in  any  manner,  the  serviceability 
or  utility  of  respondents’  products. 

10.  Representing,  directly  or  by  im¬ 
plication,  that  any  of  respondents’  prod- 
iicts  are  guaranteed,  unless  the  nature 
and  extent  of  the  guarantee,  the  identity 
of  the  guarantor  and  the  manner  in 
which  the  guarantor  will  perform 
thereunder  are  clearly  and  conspic¬ 
uously  disclosed  in  immediate  conjimc- 
tion  therewith;  or  making  any  direct  or 
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implied  representation  that  any  of  re¬ 
spondents’  products  are  guaranteed  un¬ 
less  in  each  Instance  a  written  guarantee 
is  given  to  the  purchaser  containing  pro¬ 
visions  fully  equivalent  to  those  con¬ 
tained  in  such  representations. 

11.  Palling  to  clearly  and  con^lc- 
uously  incorporate  the  following 
statement  on  ^e  face  of  all  negotiable 
instruments  executed  by  respondents* 
customers: 

Notice 

Any  holder  of  this  note  shall  take  this  note 
subject  to  all  defenses  of  any  party  which 
would  be  available  In  an  action  on  a  simple 
contract. 

12.  Failing  to  deliver  a  copy  of  this 
order  to  cease  and  desist  to  all  present 
and  future  salesmen  or  other  persons  en¬ 
gaged  in  the  sale  of  respondents’  prod¬ 
ucts  or  services,  and  failing  to  secure 
from  each  such  salesman  or  other  person 
a  signed  statement  acknowledging  re¬ 
ceipt  of  said  order. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  re¬ 
spondent  corporations  shall  forthwith 
(Ustribute  a  copy  of  this  order  to  each  of 
their  operating  divisions. 

It  is  further  ordered,  ’That  the  re¬ 
spondents  herein  shall,  within  sixty  (60) 
days  after  service  upon  them  of  this 
order,  file  with  the  Commission  a  report, 
In  writing,  setting  forth  in  detail  the 
manner  and  form  in  which  they  have 
complied  with  this  order. 

Issued:  February  3,  1969. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Joseph  W.  Shea, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  69-2344;  Filed,  Feb.  26,  1969; 

8:46  a.m.] 


[Docket  No.  C-14871 

PART  IS^PROHIBITED  TRADE 
PRACTICES 

United  National  Life  Insurance  Co. 

Subpart^Advertising  falsely  or  mis¬ 
leadingly:  §  13.85  Government  ap¬ 
proval,  action,  connection  or  standards: 
13.85-35  Government  endorsement: 
S  13.120  Legality  or  legitimacy;  §  13.260 
Terms  and  conditions:  13.260-40  Insur¬ 
ance  coverage. 

(Sec.  6,  38  Stat.  721;  15  U.S.C.  46.  Interprets 
or  applies  sec.  5,  38  Stat.  719,  as  amended; 
15  U.S.C.  45)  [(Tease  and  desist  order.  United 
National  Life  Insurance  Co.,  Birmingham, 
Ala.,  Docket  C-1487,  Jan.  29,  1969] 

In  the  Matter  of  United  National  Life 
Insurance  Co.,  a  Corporation 

Consent  order  requiring  a  Birming¬ 
ham,  Ala.,  insurance  company  to  cease 
misrepresenting  that  its  policies  are  en¬ 
dorsed  or  recommended  by  the  U.S. 
Armed  Forces  or  any  Government 
agency,  or  that  any  policy  has  been 
Issued  with  the  knowledge  or  consent  of 
the  serviceman. 


’The  order  to  cease  and  desist,  includ¬ 
ing  further  order  requiring  report  of 
compliance  therewith,  is  as  follows: 

It  is  ordered,  ’That  respondent  United 
National  Life  Insurance  Co.,  a  corpora¬ 
tion,  and  its  pflacers,  agents,  representa¬ 
tives,  and  employees,  directly  or  through 
any  corporate  or  other  device,  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  advertising,  offering  for 
sale,  sale  or  distribution  of  any  insurance 
policy  or  policies,  in  commerce,  as  “com¬ 
merce”  is  defined  in  the  Federal  Trade 
Commission  Act,  except  in  those  States 
where  respondent  is  licensed  and  regu¬ 
lated  by  State  law  to  conduct  the  busi¬ 
ness  of  insurance,  do  forthwith  cease  and 
desist  from: 

1.  Using  any  letter  or  other  solicitation 
material  in  contacting  members  of  the 
Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States  or 
their  parents  or  other  relatives,  which 
does  not  reveal  in  a  prominent  place,  in 
clear  language  and  in  type  at  least  as 
large  as  the  largest  type  used  on  said 
material  (a)  that  the  insurance  offered 
for  sale  by  respondent  is  in  addition  to, 
and  separate  from,  the  insimance  made 
available  to  servicemen  by  the  U.S.  Gov- ' 
emment;  (b)  that  said  insurance  has 
not  been  approved,  endorsed  or  recom¬ 
mended  by  the  U.S.  Armed  Forces  or  any 
agency  or  office  of  the  U.S.  Government: 
and  (c)  that  said  insurance  is  being  of¬ 
fered  without  the  knowledge  or  consent 
of  the  servicemen  whose  name  appears 
as  the  insured  therein. 

2.  Using  any  poli<^  form  or  similar 
document,  prior  to  the  receipt  by  re¬ 
spondent  of  the  required  premium,  which 
contains  the  name  of  the  insured,  desig¬ 
nation  of  the  beneficiary,  policy  number, 
or  signature  of  any  representative  of  re¬ 
spondent,  or  which  contains  any  Indicia 
of  an  executed,  in-force  insiutmce  policy. 

3.  Representing,  directly  or  by  impli¬ 
cation,  that  the  inknance  offered  for  sale 
by  respondent  has  been  made  available 
by,  or  has  been  tq>proved,  endorsed  or 
recommended  by,  the  U.S.  Government 
or  any  agency  or  office  thereof,  or  has 
been  Issued  with  the  knowledge  or  con¬ 
sent  of  the  serviceman  whose  name  ap¬ 
pears  as  the  insured  therein, 

4.  Misrepresenting  in  any  manner  the 
conditions  or  circumstances  under  which 
such  insurance  was  initiated  or  issued. 

It  is  further  ordered,  ’That  the  respond¬ 
ent  corporation  shall  forthwitii  distrib¬ 
ute  a  copy  of  this  order  to  each  of  its 
operating  divisions. 

It  is  further  ordered,  ’That  the  re¬ 
spondent  herein  shall,  vdthln  sixty  (60) 
days  after  service  upon  it  of  this  order, 
file  with  the  Commission  a  report,  in 
writing,  setting  forth  in  detail  the  man¬ 
ner  and  form  in  which  it  has  complied 
with  this  order. 

Issued:  January  29, 1969. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Joseph  W.  Shea, 

Secretary. 

[FJR.  Doc.  69-2345;  FUed,  Feb.  26,  1969; 

8:46  a.m.] 


Title  21— FOOD  AND  DRUGS 

Chapter  I — Food  and  Drug  Adminis- 
tration.  Department  of  Health,  Ed< 
ucation,  and  Welfare 

SUBCHAPTER  A — GENERAL  > 

PART  2— ADMINISTRATIVE  FUNC¬ 
TIONS,  PRACTICES,  AND  PROCE¬ 
DURES 

Official  Credentials 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  contained 
in  the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic 
Act  (sec.  701(a),  52  Stat.  1055;  21  U.S.C. 
371(a))  and  delegated  to  the  Commls- 
sioner  of  Food  and  Drugs  (21  CFR  2.120), 
and  effective  upon  date  of  publication 
of  this  order  in  the  Federal  Registek, 

§  2.121(b)  is  amended  to  change  the 
portions  regarding  official  credentials  by 
revising  the  introductory  text  of  sub- 
paragraph  (2)  and  all  of  subparagraphs 
(3)  and  (4)  to  read  as  follows: 

§  2.121  Redelegations  of  authority  from 
the  Commissioner  to  other  officers  of 
the  Administration. 

***** 

(b)  •  *  * 

(2)  Duly  appointed  and  authorized 
Inspectors,  officers,  and  employees  of  the 
Food  and  Drug  Administration  who  have 
been  Issued  the  F(x>d  and  Drug  Adminis¬ 
tration  official  credentials  consisting  of 
FD  Form  200A  entitled  “IdentificaticMi 
Record”  and  FD  Form  200B  entitled 
“Specification  of  General  Authority”: 

*  •  •  •  « 

(3)  Duly  appointed  and  authorized 
Inspectors,  officers,  and  employees  of  the 
Food  and  Drug  Administration  who  have 
been  issued  the  Food  and  Drug  Adminis¬ 
tration  official  credentials  consisting  of 
FD  Form  200A  entitled  “Identification 
Re<X)rd”  and  FD  Form  200C  entitled 
“Specification  of  General  Authority”: 

(i)  Have  been  designated  by  the  C(Mn- 
missioner  to  perform  the  duties  enumer¬ 
ated  in  subparagraph  (2)  (i)  and  (ii)  of 
this  paragraph. 

(ii)  Have  been  designated  as  officers 
and  employees  having  the  authority  to 
request  and  the  authority  to  have  access 
to  and  copy  and  verify  records  and  re¬ 
ports  required  by  sections  505  (i)  and  (j) 
and  507  (d)  and  (g)  of  the  Federal  Food, 
Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (21  U.S.C.  355 
(1)  and  (j),  357  (d)  and  (g)). 

(4)  The  Food  and  Drug  Administra¬ 
tion  official  credentials  referred  to  in 
subparagraphs  (2)  and  (3)  of  this  para¬ 
graph  are  described  as  follows: 

(1)  FD  Form  200A  entitled  “Identifi¬ 
cation  Re<x)rd”  bears  a  color  photograph, 
description,  and  signature  of  the  bearer, 
an  identification  number,  an  expiration 
date,  the  Department  of  Health,  Educa¬ 
tion,  and  Welfare  seal  with  blue  Imprint 
centered  to  the  left  of  the  photograph, 
and  the  FDA  sjonbol  centered  to  the 
right  of  the  photograph. 

(ii)  FD  Form  200B  entitled  “Specifi¬ 
cation  of  General  Authority”  bears  the 
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holder’s  name,  his  general  authority,  an 
identification  number,  an  expiration 
date,  and  the  Commissioner’s  signature. 

(Hi)  FD  Form  200C  entitled  “Specifi¬ 
cation  of  General  and  Special  Authority” 
bears  the  holder’s  name,  his  general  and 
special  authority,  an  Identification  num¬ 
ber,  an  expiration  date,  and  the  Com- 
miMioner's  signature  and  is  superim¬ 
posed  in  the  lower  right  comer  with  a 
red,  white,  and  blue  stripe  imprint. 

(iv)  Both  PD  Form  200B  and  FD 
Form  200C  bear  the  name  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare, 
Public  Health  Service,  Consumer  Protec¬ 
tion  and  Environmental  Health  Service, 
and  Food  and  Drug  Administration  and 
are  superimposed  with  the  Department 
seal  with  blue  imprint. 

*  •  *  •  • 

(Sec.  701(a).  52  Stat.  1065;  21  U.S.C.  371(a) ) 

Dated;  February  19,  1969. 

Herbert  L.  Ley,  Jr., 
Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs. 

[Pit.  Doc.  69-2349;  Piled,  Peb.  26,  1969; 

8:46  a.m.] 


PART  121— FOOD  ADDITIVES 

Subpart  F — Food  Additives  Resulting 
From  Contact  With  Containers  or 
Equipment  and  Food  Additives 
Otherwise  Affecting  Food 

Paper  and  Paperboard 

The  Commissioner  of  Pood  and  Drugs, 
having  evaluated  the  data  in  a  petition 
(PAP  8B2284)  filed  by  Wells  Labora¬ 
tories,  Inc.,  25-27  Lewis  Avenue,  Jersey 
City,  NJ.  07306,  and  other  relevant  ma¬ 
terial,  concludes  that  S  121.2526  should 
be  amended  to  provide  for  the  safe  use 
of  polyamide-epichlorohydrln  water-sol¬ 
uble  thermosetting  resins,  as  set  forth 
below,  as  compcments  of  paper  and 
paperboard  for  food-contact  use. 

The  Commissioner  further  concludes 
that  S  121.2542  should  be  revoked  since 
the  amendment  herein  to  §  121.2526  pro¬ 
vides  for  the  use  of  the.  additives  as 
contemplated. 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  the  provisions 
of  the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic 
Act  (sec.  409(c)(1),  72  Stat.  1786;  21 
U.S.C.  348(c)(1))  and  under  authority 
delegated  to  the  Commissioner  (21  C!PR 
2.120),  Part  121  is  amended  as  follows: 

1.  Section  121.2526(a)  (5)  is  amended 
by  alphabetically  inserting  in  the  list  of 
substances  a  new  item  as  follows: 

§  121.2526  Components  of  paper  and 
paperboard  in  contact  widi  aqueous 
and  fatty  foods. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(a)  •  •  • 

(5)  •  •  • 


List  of  Substances 

•  •  • 

Polyamide  -  eplchloro- 
hydrln  water-sol¬ 
uble  thermoset¬ 
ting  resins  pre¬ 
pared  by  reacting 
adipic  or  itaconlc 
acid  with  dlethyl- 
enetrlamlne  t  o 
form  a  basic  poly¬ 
amide  and  further 
reacting  the  poly¬ 
amide  with  one  of 
the  following: 

Epichlorohydrln. 

Eplchlorohydrln  and 
ammonia  mixture. 

Eplchlorohydrln  and 
sodium  hydrosul¬ 
fite  mixture. 


Limitations 

•  •  • 

For  \ise  only  In  the 
manufacture  of 
paper  and  paper- 
board  under  con¬ 
ditions  such  that 
the  resins  do  not 
'exceed  1.5  percent 
by  weight  of  the 
paper  or  paper- 
board. 


Effective  date.  This  order  shall  become 
effective  on  the  date  of  its  publication  in 
the  Federal  Register. 

(Sec.  409(c)(1),  72  Stat.  1786;  21  U.S.C. 
348(c)(1)) 

Dated:  February  17,  1969. 

J.  K.  Kirk, 

Associate  Commissioner 
for  Compliance. 

[F.R.  Doc.  69-2351;  Filed,  Feb.  26.  1969; 
8:46  a.m.] 


PART  121— FOOD  ADDITIVES 

Subpart  F — Food  Additives  Resulting 
From  Contact  With  Containers  or 
Equipment  and  Food  Additives 
Otherwise  Affecting  Food 


§  121.2542  [Deleted] 

2.  Section  121.2542  Polyamide-epi- 
chlorohydrin  resin  is  deleted. 

Any  person  who  will  be  adversely  af¬ 
fected  by  the  foregoing  order  may  at  any 
time  within  30  days  from  the  date  of  its 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register  file 
with  the  Hearing  Clerk,  Department  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare,  Room 
5440,  330  Independence  Avenue  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20201,  written  objec¬ 
tions  thereto,  preferably  in  quintuplicate. 
Objections  shall  show  wherein  the  per¬ 
son  filing  will  be  adversely  affected  by  the 
order  and  specify  with  particularity  the 
provisions  of  the  order  deemed  objec¬ 
tionable  and  the  grounds  for  the  objec¬ 
tions.  If  a  hearing  is  requested,  the  ob¬ 
jections  must  state  the  issues  for  the 
hearing.  A  hearing  will  be  granted  if  the 
objections  are  supported  by  grounds 
legally  sufficient  to  justify  the  relief 
sought.  Objections  may  be  accompanied 
by  a  memorandum  or  brief  in  support 
thereof. 


Antistatic  and/or  Antifogging  Agents 
IN  Food-Packaging  Materials 

The  Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs, 
having  evaluated  the  data  in  a  petition 
(FAP  4B1254)  filed  by  Monsanto  Co., 
Post  Office  Box  1531,  Springfield,  Mass. 
01101,  and  other  relevant  material,  con¬ 
cludes  that  the  food  additive  regulations 
should  be  amended  to  provide  for  safe 
use  of  iV,A^-bis(2-hydroxyethyl)  dodec- 
anamidc  as  an  antistatic  agent  in 
polyethylene  intended  for  food-contact 
use.  'Therefore,  pursuant  to  the  provisions 
of  the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic 
Act  (sec.  409(0(1),  72  Stat.  1786;  21 
U.S.C.  348(c)(1))  and  under  authority 
delegated  to  the  Commissioner  (21  CFR 
2.120),  §  121.2527(b)  is  amended  by 
alphabetically  inserting  in  the  list  of  sub¬ 
stances  a  new  item,  as  follows: 

§  121.2527  Antistatic  and/or  antifog¬ 
ging  agents  in  food-packaging  mate¬ 
rials. 

•  *  •  •  • 

(b)  List  of  substances: 


Limitations 


*  •  • 


•  •  • 


NJf  -  Bis  (2  -  bydroxyethyl)dodecana- 
mide  produced  when  diethanola¬ 
mine  is  made  to  react  with  methyl 
laurate  such  that  the  finished 
product:  Has  a  minimum  melting 
point  of  36*  C.;  has  a  minimum 
amide  assay  of  90  percent;  con¬ 
tains  no  more  than  2  percent  by 
weight  of  free  diethanolamine; 
and  contains  no  more  than  0.5  per¬ 
cent  by  weight  of  NJf’-his{2- 
hydroxyethyl)  piperazine,  as  deter¬ 
mined  by  paper  chromatography 
method. 


For  use  only  as  an  antistatic  agent  at  levels  not  to 
exceed  0.6  percent  by  weight  of  molded  or  extruded 
polyethylene  containers  Intended  for  contact  with 
honey,  chocolate  sirrup,  liquid  sweeteners,  condi¬ 
ments,  flavor  extracts  and  liquid  flavor  concen¬ 
trates,  grated  cheese,  light  and  heavy  cream, 
yogurt,  and  foods  of  type  vni  as  described  in 
table  1  of  S  121.2526(c). 


Any  person  who  will  be  adversely  af¬ 
fected  by  the  foregoing  order  may  at  any 
time  within  30  days  from  the  date  of  its 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register  file 
with  the  Hearing  Clerk,  Department  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare,  Room 
5440,  330  Independence  Avenue  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20201,  written  objec¬ 
tions  thereto  preferably  in  quintuplicate. 
Objections  shall  show  wherein  the  per¬ 
son  filing  will  be  adversely  affected  by 


the  order  and  specify  with  particularity 
the  provisions  of  the  order  deemed  ob¬ 
jectionable  and  the  grounds  for  the  ob¬ 
jections.  If  a  hearing  is  requested  the 
objections  must  state  the  issues  for  the 
hearing.  A  hearing  will  be  granted  if  the 
objections  are  supported  by  grounds  le¬ 
gally  sufficient  to  justify  the  relief 
sought.  Objections  may  be  accompanied 
by  a  memorandum  or  brief  in  support 
thereof. 
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Effective  date.  This  order  shall  become 
effective  on  the  date  of  its  publication  in 
the  Federal  Register. 

(Sec.  409(c)(1),  72  Stat.  1786;  21  U.S.C. 
348(c)(1)) 

Dated:  February  19, 1969. 

Herbert  L.  Ley,  Jr., 
Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs. 

[F.R.  Doc.  69-2350:  Filed.  Feb.  26.  1969; 
8:46  ajn.J 

Title  24— HOUSING  AND 
HOUSING  CREDIT 

Subtitle  A — Office  of  the  Secretary, 
Department  of  Housing  and  Urban 
Development 

PART  3— RENEWAL  ASSISTANCE 
Subpart  B — Relocation  Payments 

Miscellaneous  Amendments 
The  regulations  governing  the  making 
of  relocation  payments  under  title  I  of 
the  Housing  Act  of  1949,  as  amended  (42 
U.S.C.  1450  et  seq.),  and  under  section 
404  of  the  Housing  and  Urban  Develop¬ 
ment  Act  of  1965  (42  U.S.C.  3074) ,  pub¬ 
lished  under  Part  3  of  Subtitle  A  of  Title 
24  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations, 
revised  effective  December  8,  1965  (30 
FR.  15145),  as  amended  (31  F.R.  5826, 
April  15,  1966),  are  hereby  amended  to 
include  the  regulations  governing  reloca¬ 
tion  payments  tmder  sections  514  and 
516  of  the  Housing  and  Urban  Develop¬ 
ment  Act  of  1968  (82  Stat.  525  and  526, 
42  U.S.C.  1468a  and  1465(c) ) ,  and  other¬ 
wise  revised,  in  the  following  respects: 

1.  Section  3.100  is  revised  to  include 
reference  to  the  pertinent  sections  of  the 
Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act  of 
1968  and,  as  so  revised,  reads  as  follows: 

§  3.100  Statement  of  applicable  law. 

Section  305  of  the  Housing  Act  of  1956 
(70  Stat.  1100,  42  U.S.C.  1456)  amended 
title  I  of  the  Housing  Act  of  1949,  as 
amended,  by  adding  a  new  section  106(f) , 
which  provided  that  title  I  urban  re¬ 
newal  projects  may  include  the  making 
of  relocation  payments  subject  to  rules 
and  regulations  prescribed  by  the  Hous¬ 
ing  and  Home  Finance  Administrator. 
Section  106(f)  was  amended  by  section 
304  of  the  Housing  Act  of  1957  (71  Stat. 
300),  section  409  of  the  Housing  Act  of 
1959  (73  Stat.  673),  and  section  304  of 
the  Housing  Act  of  1961  (75  Stat.  167). 
Section  310  of  the  Housing  Act  of  1964 
amended  title  I  by  adding  a  new  section 
114  (78  Stat.  788,  42  U.S.C.  1465)  and  in¬ 
corporated  therein,  with  additional  pro¬ 
visions,  the  former  section  106(f)  of  title 
I,  which  was  repealed  (42  U.S.C.  1456 
(f) ) .  Section  311(a)  of  the  Housing  and 
Urban  Development  Act  of  1965  amended 
title  I  by  adding  a  new  section  117  (79 
Stat.  478,  42  U.S.C.  1468) ,  providing  for 
grants  for  programs  of  code  enforcement 
and  providing  that  the  provisions  of  sec¬ 
tion  114  shall  be  applicable  to  such  pro¬ 
grams.  Section  404(a)  of  the  Housing 
and  Urban  Development  Act  of  1965  (79 
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Stat.  486,  42  U.S.C.  3074)  provided  that 
the  provisions  of  section  114  of  title  I 
were  applicable  to  all  federally  assisted 
development  programs.  Section  514  of 
the  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968  (82  Stat.  525,  42  U.S.C.  1468a) 
amends  title  I  by  adding  a  new  section 
118,  providing  for  grants  for  programs 
of  interim  assistance  for  slums  and 
blighted  areas  and  providing  that  the 
provisions  of  section  114  of  title  I  shall 
be  applicable  to  all  activities  assisted 
pursuant  to  section  118  to  the  same  ex¬ 
tent  as  if  such  activities  were  being  car¬ 
ried  out  as  part  of  an  urban  renewal 
project.  Section  516  of  the  Housing  and 
Urban  Development  Act  of  1968  (82  Stat. 
526,  42  U.S.C.  1465(c))  amends  section 
114(c)  by  expanding  the  relocation  pay¬ 
ments  provisions  applicable  to  the  pro¬ 
grams  of  the  Department  of  Housing 
and  Urban  Development.  Authority  to 
issue  regulations  is  included  in  the  dele¬ 
gation  to  the  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Renewal  and  Housing  Assistance  pub¬ 
lished  at  31  F.R.  8964,  June  29,  1966. 

2.  In  §  3.101,  paragraph  (b)  is  revised, 
paragraph  (i)  is  amended  by  adding  a 
new  subparagraph  (4) ,  paragraph  (k)  is 
amended  by  adding  a  new  sentence, 
paragraph  (p)  is  amended  by  revising 
subparagraph  (4)  and  adding  a  new  sub- 
paragraph  (6),  and  paragraph  (z)  is 
added,  to  read  as  follows: 

§  3.101  Definitions. 

•  «  *  •  « 

(b)  Agency.  (1)  In  an  urban  renewal 
area,  the  LPA,  (2)  in  a  code  enforcement 
area  or  demolition  grant  area,  the  code 
agency,  or  (3)  in  an  area  receiving  in¬ 
terim  assistance,  the  city,  other  mimic - 
ipality,  or  county. 

•  «  «  ♦  « 

(i)  Federal  financial  assistance  con¬ 
tract. 

*  •  •  *  • 

(4)  A  contract  for  a  grant  for  interim 
assistance  to  slums  or  blighted  areas  be¬ 
tween  the  Federal  CJovemment  and  the 
city,  other  municipality,  or  coimty. 

*  •  «  •  « 

(k)  Individual.  A  person  who  is  not  a 
member  of  a  family.  An  elderly  individual 
is  an  individual  62  years  of  age  or  over 
at  the  time  of  displacement.  A  handi¬ 
capped  individual  is  an  individual  who 
has  a  physical  impairment  which  is  ex¬ 
pected  to  be  of  long-continued  and  in¬ 
definite  duration  and  which  substantially 
impedes  his  ability  to  live  independently. 

*  •  «  •  * 

(p)  Relocation  payment. 

•  *  •  «  • 

(4)  To  or  on  behalf  of  a  family  or 
elderly  individual  for  relocation  adjust¬ 
ment  prior  to  August  1,  1968  (relocation 
adjustment  payment) ;  or  to  or  on  behalf 
of  a  family  or  elderly  or  handicapped  in¬ 
dividual  on  or  after  August  1, 1968  (addi¬ 
tional  relocation  payment) . 

•  *  *  •  • 

(6)  To  a  family  or  individual  to  assist 
an  owner-occupant  of  a  one-  or  two- 
family  dwelling  in  the  purchase  and  oc- 
cupany  of  a  replacement  dwelling  on  or 


after  August  1,  1968  (replacement  hous¬ 
ing  payment) . 

*  •  *  •  • 

(z)  Interim  assistance  area.  An  area 
which  HUD  has  approved  for  a  grant 
designed  to  assist  the  locality  in  carrying 
out  programs  to  alleviate  harmful  con¬ 
ditions  in  slums  or  blighted  areas,  as 
provided  for  in  section  118  of  title  I  (42 
U.S.C.  1468a) . 

3.  In  §  3.103,  paragraph  (a)  is  revised 
in  part  to  read  as  follows: 

§  3.103  Basic  eligibility  conditions — 
displacement  from  an  urban  renewal 
.  area. 

(a)  Displacement.  A  site  occupant  is 
eligible  for  a  relocation  payment  if  the 
displacement  of  the  site  occuptant  is: 

•  •  •  *  • 

4.  Section  3.103a  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  3.103a  Basic  eligibility  conditions — 
displacement  from  a  code  enforce¬ 
ment  or  demolition  grant  area. 

(a)  Displacement.  A  site  occupant  is 
eligible  for  a  relocation  payment  if  the 
displacement  is: 

(1)  From  real  property  within  the 
code  enforcement  or  demolition  grant 
area  on  or  after  (i)  the  date  of  execution 
of  a  Federal  financial  assistance  con¬ 
tract,  or  (ii)  the  date  of  HUD  approval 
of  a  budget  for  a  program  of  concen¬ 
trated  code  enforcement,  or  (iii)  the 
date  of  HUD  approval  of  an  application 
for  a  demolition  grant:  Provided.  That 
in  the  case  of  approval  of  such  budget 
or  application  a  Federal  financial  assist¬ 
ance  contract  is  thereafter  executed  for 
the  area;  and 

(2)  Made  necessary  by  (i)  code  en¬ 
forcement  activities,  as  further  defined 
in  paragraph  (b)  of  this  section,  (ii)  ac¬ 
quisition  of  real  property  by  the  code 
agency  or  any  other  public  body  in  con¬ 
nection  with  a  federally  assisted  program 
of  concentrated  code  enforcement  and 
public  improvement  as  further  defined  in 
paragraph  (c)  of  this  section,  or  (iii) 
demolition  activities  as  further  defined 
in  i>aragraph  (d)  of  this  section. 

(b)  Displacement  made  necessary  by 
code  enfbr cement.  The  displacement  of 
a  site  occupant  from  a  code  enforcement 
area  is  deemed  made  necessary  by  code 
enforcement  if  the  vacation  of  the  real 
property  occurs  on  or  after  the  com¬ 
mencement  of  code  enforcement,  or  the 
receipt  of  notice  by  the  site  occupant  that 
code  enforcement  will  be  required,  with 
respect  to  the  real  property  occupied  by 
the  site  occupant  under  either  of  the 
following  circumstances: 

(1)  The  code  enforcement  cannot  rea¬ 
sonably  be  undertaken  without  the  vaca¬ 
tion  of  the  real  property  by  the  site  occu¬ 
pant  and  the  code  agency  so  determines 
in  accordance  with  §  3.104(e)  (2) ;  or 

(2)  In  the  case  of  a  tenant,  the  owner 
has  increased  the  rent,  or  has  notified  the 
tenant  of  an  increase  in  rent,  amounting 
to  not  less  than  25  percent  in  the  case  of 
a  business  concern  and  not  less  than  10 
percent  in  the  case  of  an  individual  or 
family: 
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Provided,  That  in  the  case  of  an  individ¬ 
ual  or  family  the  increase  shall  also  re¬ 
sult  in  a  rent  exceeding  the  standards 
estabUshed  by  the  code  agency  for  dis- 
placees’  ability  to  pay. 

(c)  Displacement  made  necessary  by 
acquisition.  The  displacement  of  a  site 
occupant  from  a  code  enforcement  area 
is  deemed  made  necessary  by  acquisition 
if  the  vacation  of  the  real  property  oc¬ 
curs  after  the  code  agency  or  other 
public  body  acquiring  legal  or  equitable 
title  or  the  right  to  possession  has 
ordered  the  site  occupant  to  vacate  the 
real  property. 

(d)  Displacement  made  necessary  by 
demolition.  The  displacement  of  a  site 
occupant  from  a  demolition  grant  area  is 
deemed  made  necessary  by  demolition 
if  the  vacation  of  the  real  property  oc¬ 
curs  after  the  code  agency  has  ordered 
the  real  property  to  be  vacated  and 
demolished. 

(e)  Small  business  displacement  pay¬ 
ment.  A  small  business  concern  which 
satisfies  the  eligibility  conditions  of  par¬ 
agraph  (a)  of  this  section  is  eligible  for 
a  small  business  displacement  payment 
if  the  concern: 

(1)  Is  not  part  of  an  enterprise  having 
two  or  more  establishments  outside  the 
code  enforcement  or  demolition  grant 
area; 

(2)  Satisfies  the  requirements  of 
§  3.103(d)  (3)  governing  evidence  of 
earnings;  and 

(3)  Was  doing  business  in  the  code 
enforcement  or  demolition  grant  area 
on  the  date  of  approval  by  the  code 
agency  of  an  application  for  a  Federal 
financial  assistance  contract  for  the 
area. 

(f)  Outdoor  advertising  display — code 
enforcement  area.  A  business  concern 
which  is  not  displaced  from  a  code  en¬ 
forcement  area  shall  be  eligible  for  a 
relocation  payment  for  moving  expenses 
with  respect  to  its  outdoor  advertising 
displays  required,  in  the  determination 
of  the  code  agency,  to  be  removed  from 
the  code  enforcement  area  by  the  ac¬ 
quisition  of  real  property  in  connection 
with  a  federally  assisted  program  of  con¬ 
centrated  code  enforcement  and  public 
improvements. 

(g)  Temporary  on-site  moves.  No  re¬ 
location  payment  shall  be  made  to  a  site 
occupant  for  a  temporary  move  within 
the  code  enforcement  or  demolition 
grant  area. 

5.  Section  3.103b  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows; 

§  3.103b  Basic  eligibility  conditions — 
displacement  from  an  area  receiving 
interim  assistance. 

(a)  Displacement.  A  site  occupant  is 
eligible  for  a  relocation  pa3nnent  if  the 
displacement  is; 

(1)  Prom  private  real  property  within 
the  interim  assistance  area  on  or  after 
the  date  of  execution  of  a  Federal  fi¬ 
nancial  assistance  contract  or  the  date  of 
hud  approval  of  a  budget  for  a  program 
of  interim  assistance:  Provided,  That 
in  the  latter  case  a  Federal  financial  as¬ 
sistance  contract  is  thereafter  executed 
for  the  area;  and 


(2)  Made  necessary  by  (i)  activities 
designed  to  improve  private  properties 
to  the  extent  needed  to  eliminate  the 
most  immediate  dangers  to  the  public 
health  and  safety,  as  further  defined  in 
paragraph  (b)  of  this  section,  (ii)  ac¬ 
quisition  of  real  property  by  the  Agency 
in  connection  with  a  federally  assisted 
program  of  improvement  of  private 
properties,  as  further  defined  in  para¬ 
graph  (c)  of  this  section,  or  (iii)  demo¬ 
lition  of  structures  determined  to  be 
structurally  unsoimd  or  unfit  for  human 
habitation,  and  which  constitute  a  public 
nuisance  and  serious  hazard  to  the  pub¬ 
lic  health  and  safety,  as  further  defined 
in  paragraph  (d)  of  this  section. 

(b)  Displacement  made  necessary  by 
improvement  of  private  properties.  The 
displacement  of  a  site  occupant  from  an 
interim  assistance  area  is  deemed  made 
necessary  by  improvement  of  private 
properties  if  the  vacation  of  the  private 
real  property  occurs  on  or  after  the  com¬ 
mencement  of  improvement  activities,  or 
the  receipt  of  notice  by  the  site  occupant  * 
that  improvements  will  be  required  with 
respect  to  the  private  real  property  oc¬ 
cupied  by  the  site  occupant,  and  if ; 

(1)  The  improvement  is  necessary  to 
eliminate  the  most  immediate  dangers  to 
public  health  and  safety  and  the  Agency 
so  determines,  and  the  improvement  can¬ 
not  reasonably  be  undertaken  without 
the  vacation  of  the  real  property  by  the 
site  occupant  and  the  Agency  so  deter¬ 
mines  in  accordance  with  §  3.104(e)  (3) ; 
or 

(2)  In  the  case  of  a  tenant,  the  owner 
has  increased  the  rent,  or  has  notified  the 
tenant  of  an  increase  in  rent,  amounting 
to  not  less  than  25  percent  in  the  case  of 
a  business  concern  and  not  less  than  10 
percent  in  the  case  of  an  individual  or 
family;  Provided,  That  in  the  case  of  an 
individual  or  family  the  increase  shall 
also  result  in  a  rent  exceeding  the  stand¬ 
ards  established  by  the  city,  other  mu¬ 
nicipality,  or  county  for  displacees’  abil¬ 
ity  to  pay. 

(c)  Displacement  made  necessary  by 
acquisition.  The  displacement  of  a  site 
occupant  from  an  interim  assistance  area 
is  deemed  made  necessary  by  acquisition 
if  the  vacation  of  the  real  property  oc¬ 
curs  after  the  Agency  has  acquired  legal 
or  equitable  title  or  the  right  to  posses¬ 
sion  and  has  ordered  the  site  occupant  to 
vacate  the  real  property. 

(d)  Displacement  made  necessary  by 
demolition  of  unfit  structures.  The  dis¬ 
placement  of  a  site  occupant  from  an  in¬ 
terim  assistance  area  is  deemed  made 
necessary  by  demolition  of  unfit  struc¬ 
tures  if  the  vacation  of  the  real  property 
occurs  under  the  following  circum¬ 
stances:  (1)  The  structures  occupying 
the  real  property  are  structurally  un¬ 
sound  or  imfit  for  human  habitation  and 
constitute  a  public  nuisance  and  serious 
hazard  to  the  public  health  and  safety, 
and  the  Agency  has  so  determined;  and 
(2)  the  vacation  of  the  real  property  oc¬ 
curs  after  the  Agency  has  ordered  the 
real  property  to  be  vacated  and 
demolished. 

(e)  Small  business  displacement  pay¬ 
ment.  A  small  business  concern  which 


satisfies  the  eligibility  condition  of  para¬ 
graph  (a)  of  this  section  is  eligible  for  a 
sm^l  business  displacement  payment  if 
the  concern ; 

( 1 )  Is  not  pwirt  of  an  enterprise  having 
two  or  more  establishments  outside  the 
interim  assistance  area; 

(2)  Satisfies  the  requirement  of 
§  3.103(d)  (3)  governing  evidence  of 
earnings;  and' 

(3)  Was  doing  business  in  the  interim 
assistance  area  on  the  date  of  approval 
by  the  city,  other  municipality,  or  county 
of  an  application  for  a  Federal  financial 
assistance  contract  for  the  area. 

(f)  Temporary  on-site  moves.  No  relo¬ 
cation  payment  shall  be  made  to  a  site 
occupant  for  a  temporary  move  within 
the  interim  assistance  area. 

6.  Section  3.103c  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  3.103c  Eligibility — relocation  adjust¬ 
ment  payment;  additional  relocation 
payment;  replacement  housing  pay¬ 
ment. 

(a)  Relocation  adjustment  payment. 

A  family  or  elderly  individual  who  satis¬ 
fies  the  eligibility  conditions  of  §  3.103(a) 
(displacement  from  an  urton  renewal 
area)  or  §  3.103a(a)  (displacement  from 
a  code  enforcement  or  demolition  grant 
area)  prior  to  August  1,  1968,  is  eligible 
for  a  relocation  adjustment  payment  if 
the  site  occupant; 

(1)  Is  unable  to  secure  a  suitable 
dwelling  unit  in  (i)  a  low-rent  housing 
project  assisted  under  the  United  States 
Housing  Act  of  1937,  as  amended,  42 
U.S.C.  1401  et  seq.  (or  a  State  or  local 
program  found  by  HUD  to  have  the 
same  general  purposes)  or  (ii)  a  dwelling 
unit  assisted  under  section  101  of  the 
Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act  of 
1965  (12  U.S.C.  1701s(a)); 

(2)  Has  moved  to  a  decent,  safe,  and 
sanitary  dwelling;  and 

(3)  In  the  case  of  an  urban  renewal 
area  is  displaced  on  or  after  January  27, 
1964. 

(b)  Additional  relocation  payment.  A 
family  or  elderly  or  handicapped  in¬ 
dividual  who  satisfies  the  eligibility  re¬ 
quirements  of  §  3.103(a)  (displacement 
from  an  urban  renewal  area) ,  §  3.103a(a) 
(displacement  from  a  code  enforcement 
or  demolition  grant  area),  or  §  3.103b(a) 
(displacement  from  an  interim  assistance 
area),  on  or  after  August  1,  1968,  is 
eligible  for  an  additional  relocation  pay¬ 
ment  if  the  site  occupant: 

(1)  Is  unable  to  secure  a  suitable 
dwelling  in  (i)  a  low-rent  housing  project 
assisted  under  the  United  States  Housing 
Act  of  1937,  as  amended,  42  U.S.C.  1401 
et  seq.  (or  a  State  or  local  program  found 
by  HUD  to  have  the  same  general  pur¬ 
poses)  or  (ii)  a  dwelling  unit  assisted 
imder  section  101  of  the  Housing  and 
Urban  Development  Act  of  1965  (12 
U.S.C. 1701s(a) ) ; 

(2)  Has  moved  to  a  decent,  safe,  and 
sanitary  dwelling: 

Provided,  That  an  additional  relocation 
payment  not  to  exceed  $500  in  the  first 
12  months  and  $500  in  the  second  12 
months  may  be  made  on  a  liunp-sum 
basis  or  other  than  a  monthly  basis  in 
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cases  in  which  other  than  monthly  pay¬ 
ments  are  determined  warranted  by 
HUD. 

(c)  Replacement  housing  payment.  A 
family  or  Individual  who  satisfies  the 
eligibility  conditions  of  §  3.103(a)  (dis¬ 
placement  from  an  urban  renewal  area) , 

§  3.103a(a)  (1)  (displacement  from  a 
code  enforcement  or  demolition  grant 
area),  or  §  3.103b(a)  (1)  (displacement 
from  an  interim  assistance  area) ,  on  or 
after  Augiist  1,  196^  is  eligible  for  a  re¬ 
placement  housing  payment  if  the  site 
occupant: 

(1)  Is  the  owner  of  the  real  property 
acquired  for  a  project  assisted  under 
title  I; 

(2)  Has  occupied  a  single-  or  two- 
family  dwelling  located  on  the  real  prop¬ 
erty  for  not  less  than  1  year  prior  to  the 
Initiation  of  negotiations  for  the  acquisi¬ 
tion  of  the  property ; 

(3)  Does  not  receive  the  additional 
relocation  payment  provided  for  by 
:  3.103c(b) ; 

(4)  Purchases  and  occupies  a  replace¬ 
ment  dwelling  within  1  year  subsequent 
to  the  date  on  which  he  is  required  to 
move  from  the  dwelling  acquired  for  the 
project;  and 

(5)  Does  not  receive  a  payment  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  State  law  of  eminent  domain 
determined  by  HUD  to  have  substantially 
the  same  piupose  and  effect  as  would  a 
replacement  housing  payment,  and  to 
be  a  part  of  the  cost  of  the  project  for 
which  Federal  financial  assistance  is 
available. 

7.  Section  3.104  is  amended  by  revis¬ 
ing  the  heading  and  paragraph  (a) ,  de¬ 
leting  the  proviso  in  paragraph  (d) ,  and 
adding  a  new  subparagraph  (3)  to  par¬ 
agraph  (e) ,  to  read  as  follows; 

§  3.104  Administration  of  relocation 
payments. 

(a)  Conditions  for  relocation  payment. 
The  Agency  (or,  if  the  Agency  is  the 
municipality,  the  board  nr  commission 
responsible  for  carrying  out  the  federally 
assisted  activities  or,  if  there  is  no  such 
board  or  commission,  the  principal  ex¬ 
ecutive  ofiBcer  of  the  municipality)  shall 
approve  a  schedule  (Form  HUD-6148)  of 
average  annual  gross  rentals  for  stand¬ 
ard  housing  in  the  locality  for  determin¬ 
ing  the  amount  of  relocation  adjustment 
payments  and  additional  relocation  pay¬ 
ments  in  accordance  with  §§  3.109(b) 
(2)  and  (3),  and  a  separate  schedule 
(Form  HUD-6155)  for  determining  the 
average  price  of  standard  sales  housing 
in  a  locality,  and  any  other  conditions 
under  which  the  Agency  will  make  re¬ 
location  payments.  The  schedules  and 
conditions  shall  be  consistent  with  the 
regulations  in  this  subpart  and  shall  be 
available  in  written  form  to  site  oc¬ 
cupants  in  the  office  of  the  Agency. 

*  «  •  •  * 

(d)  Prompt  payment.  A  relocation 
payment  shall  ^  made  by  the  Agency 
as  promptly  as  possilbe  after  a  site  occu¬ 
pant’s  eligibUity  has  been  determined 
in  accordance  with  the  regffiaUons  in 
this  subpart. 
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(e)  Certain  determinations.  *  *  • 

(3)  No  claim  based  upon  interim  as¬ 
sistance  involving  improvement  to  pri¬ 
vate  properties  shall  be  approved  unless 
the  Agency  shall  have  determined  that 
the  claimant  was  displaced  by  such  ac¬ 
tivities.  The  determination  shall  be  sup¬ 
ported  by  a  statement  by  the  Agency  giv¬ 
ing  the  factual  basis  on  which  the  deter¬ 
mination  was  made. 

*  •  •  •  * 

8.  Section  3.108(c)  is  revised  in  part 
to  read  as  follows : 

§3.108  Filing  of  claims. 

«  *  •  *  * 

(c)  Time  for  filing  claims.  A  claim  for 
moving  expenses,  actual  direct  loss  of 
property,  or  a  small  business  displace¬ 
ment  payment  shall  be  submitted  to  the 
Agency  within  a  period  of  6  months  after 
the  displacement  of  the  claimant.  A 
claim  for  settlement  costs  shall  be  sub¬ 
mitted  within  6  months  after  the  costs 
have  been  incurred.  A  claim  for  a  reloca¬ 
tion  adjustment  payment  or  for  an  addi¬ 
tional  relocation  payment  shall  be  sub¬ 
mitted  within  a  period  of  60  days  after 
the  displacement  of  the  claimant.  A  claim 
for  a  r^lacement  housing  payment  shall 
be  submitted  within  18  months  after  the 
displacement  of  the  claimant. 

*  *  *  •  • 

9.  Section  3.109(b)  is  amended  by  re¬ 
vising  the  heading  and  adding  new  para¬ 
graphs  (3)  and  (4) ,  to  read  as  follows: 

§  3.109  Limitations  on  amount  of  relo¬ 
cation  payments. 

»  •  •  •  • 

(b)  Small  business  displacement  pay¬ 
ment;  relocation  adjustment  payment; 
additional  relocation  payment  and  re¬ 
placement  housing  payment.  •  *  • 

(3)  Maximum  amount — additional  re¬ 
location  payment.  The  total  additional 
relocation  payment  that  may  be  made  to 
a  family  or  elderly  or  handicapped  in¬ 
dividual  shall  consist  of  monthly  pay¬ 
ments  over  a  period  not  to  exceed  24 
months  and  shall  be  paid  in  an  amount 
(not  to  exceed  $500  in  the  first  12  months 
and  not  to  exceed  $500  in  the  second  12 
months)  which,  when  added  to  20  per¬ 
cent  of  the  annual  income  of  the  family 
or  Individual  at  the  time  of  displacement, 
shall  be  equal  to  the  average  anniial  gross 
rental  required  at  such  time  to  secure  a 
decent,  safe,  and  sanitary  dwelling  of 
modest  standards  adequate  in  size  to  ac¬ 
commodate  the  family  or  individual  (in 
the  area  in  which  the  federidly  assisted 
activities  are  carried  out  or  in  other  areas 
not  generally  less  desirable  in  regard  to 
public  utilities  and  commercial  facili¬ 
ties)  ,  as  determined  by  the  Agency. 

(4)  Maximum  amount — replacement 
housing  payment.  The  total  replacement 
housing  payment  that  may  be  made  for 
a  family  or  Individual  eligible  for  a  re¬ 
placement  housing  payment  imder 
§  3.103c(c)  of  the  regulations  in  this  sub¬ 
part  shall  be  an  amoimt  not  to  exceed 
$5,000,  which,  when  added  to  the  acquisi¬ 


tion  payment,  shall  be  equal  to  the  aver-  [ 
age  price  required  for  purchase  of  a  de-  { 
cent,  safe,  and  sanitary  dwelling  of  [ 
modest  standards  adequate  in  size  to  ac-  f 
commodate  the  displaced  owner,  which  is  [ 
reasonably  accessible  to  public  services  I 
and  places  of  employment,  and  which.is  I 
available  on  the  private  market. 

10.  Section  3.110  is  revised  to  read  as  i 
follows:  I 

§  3.110  Determinations  in  condemna-  | 
tion  proceedings.  f 

Notwithstanding  any  other  provision  11 
of  the  regulations  in  this  subpart,  when  I 
property  is  acquired  by  proceedings  in  ? 
condemnation,  and  the  amount  of  the  1 
judgment  includes  an  allowance  for  any  [ 
of  the  expenses  included  within  the  defl-  ) 
nition  of  relocation  payment  in  §  3.101 
(p)  of  this  subpart,  the  portion  of  the  ^ 
judgment  representing  compensation  \ 
for  these  expenses,  if  separately  stated,  I 
shall  be  entitled  to  recognition  as  a  relo-  \ 
cation  payment  in  an  amount  not  to  I 
exceed  the  applicable  dollar  limitations  L- 
of  §  3.109:  Provided,  That  the  allowance  F 
for  actual  direct  loss  of  property  makes 
no  compensation  for  loss  of  goodwill  or  i 
profit. 

(42  U.S.C.  1465(e);  Secretary’s  delegation 
of  authority  to  Assistant  Secretary  for  Re-  [ 
newal  and  Housing  Assistance  published  at  ( 
31  F.B.  8964,  June  29, 1966)  } 

Effective  date.  These  amendments  | 

shall  be  effective  as  of  February  27, 1969. 

Howard  J.  Wharton, 

Acting  Assistant  Secretary  for  .  ’ 

Renewal  and  Housing  Assistance. 

[F.R.  Doc.  69-2392;  Filed,  Feb.  26,  1969;  t 

8:50  a.m.]  I 


Title  33— NAVIGATION  AND 
NAVIGABLE  WATERS 

Chapter  I — Coast  Guard,  Department 
of  Transportation 

SUBCHAPTER  J — BRIDGES 
[CXJFR  69-131 

PART  117— DRAWBRIDGE  OPERA¬ 
TION  REGULATIONS 

Maumee  River,  Ohio 

1.  Repairs  have  been  completed  on  the 
Cherry  Street  Bridge  across  the  Maumee 
River,  mile  4.4,  Toledo,  Ohio.  The  special 
operation  regulations  for  the  Cherry 
Street  bridge  and  the  Craig  Memorial 
Highway  bridge  across  the  Maumee 
River,  mile  3.3,  Toledo,  Ohio,  are  there¬ 
fore  no  longer  required.  The  purpose  of 
this  document  is  to  revoke  the  require¬ 
ments  set  forth  in  33  CFR  117.706b. 

2.  By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in 
me  as  Commandant,  U.S.  Coast  Guard 
by  14  U.S.C.  632  and  49  CFR  1.4(a)  (3), 
the  text  of  33  CFR  117.706b  is  revoked 
as  of  the  date  of  publication  of  this  docu¬ 
ment  In  the  Federal  Register: 
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§  117.706b  Maumee  River,  Toledo,  Ohio. 
[Revoked] 

(Sec  5  28  Stat.  362,  as  amended,  sec.  6(g), 
ao  stat.  941;  33  U.S.C.  499,  49  U.8.C.  1656(g) ; 
49  era  14(a)  (3)(v)) 

Dated;  February  19, 1969. 

W.  J.  Smith, 
Admiral,  U.S.  Coast  Guard, 
Commandant. 

[PJl.  Doc.  69-2378;  Filed,  Feb.  26,  1969; 
8:49  a.m.] 


Title  41— PUBLIC  CONTRACTS 
AND  PROPERTY  MANAGEMENT 

Chapter  I — Federal  Procurement 
Regulations 

part  1-3— procurement  by 
NEGOTIATION 

Miscellaneous  Amendments 

This  amendment  of  the  Federal  Pro¬ 
curement  Regulations  makes  changes  in 
and  additions  to  Part  1-3,  Procurement 
by  Negotiation.  The  significant  changes 
include  modification  of  the  coverage  per¬ 
taining  to  the  use  of  cost  or  pricing  data 
(including  revised  contract  clauses),  ex¬ 
panded  coverage  on  contract  audit  as  a 
pricing  aid,  and  other  changes  which  are 
essentially  editorial  in  nature. 

The  table  of  contents  for  Part  1-3  is 
amended  by  the  addition  of  the  following 
new  entries: 

Sec. 

1-3. 801-1  General. 

1-3. 801-2  Responsibility  of  contracting 
ofiacers. 

1-3. 801-3  Responsibility  of  other  personnel. 
1-3.809  Contract  audit  as  a  pricing  aid. 
1-3.810  Exchange  of  Information. 

1-3.811  Record  of  price  negotiation. 

1-3.812  Disposition  of  postaward  audits. 

Subpart  1—3.8 — Price  Negotiation 
Policies  and  Techniques 

Sections  1-3.800,  1-3.801,  1-3.807-3, 
1-3.807-4,  1-3.807-5,  1-3.809,  and  1-3.814 
are  revised  and  new  §§  1-3.801-1, 
1-3.801-2,  1-3.801-3;  1-3.810,  1-3.811,  and 
1-3.812  are  added,  as  follows; 

§  1-3.800  Scope  of  suhpart. 

This  subpart  sets  forth  the  price  nego¬ 
tiation  policies  and  techniques  applicable 
to  negotiated  prime  contracts  and  modifi¬ 
cations  thereto  (including  modifications 
to  formally  advertised  contracts)  and  to 
those  subcontracts  which  are  subject  to 
approval  or  review  within  an  agency.  The 
principles  in  this  subpart  apply  to  nego¬ 
tiation  of  prices  on  all  types  of  contracts, 
to  equitable  adjustments  thereunder,  and 
to  revised  prices  as  well  as  initial  prices. 

§  1—3.801  Basic  policy. 

§  1—3.801—1  General. 

It  is  the  policy  of  the  Government  to 
procure  property  and  services  from  re¬ 
sponsible  sources  at  fair  and  reasonable 
prices  calculated  to  result  in  the  lowest 
ultimate  overall  cost  to  the  Government. 


Sound  pricing  depends  primarily  upon 
the  exercise  of  sound  judgment  by  all 
personnel  concerned  with  the  procure¬ 
ment. 

§  1—3.801—2  Responsibility  of  contract¬ 
ing  officers. 

(a)  Contracting  officers,  acting  within 
the  scope  of  their  appointments  (and  in 
some  cases  acting  through  their  author¬ 
ized  representatives)  are  the  exclusive 
agents  of  their  respective  agencies  to  en¬ 
ter  into  and  administer  contracts  on 
behalf  of  the  Government  in  accordance 
with  agency  procedures.  Each  contracting 
officer  is  responsible  for  performing  or 
having  performed  all  administrative  ac¬ 
tions  necessary  for  effective  contracting. 
The  contracting  officer  shall  exercise 
reasonable  care,  skill,  and  judgment  and 
shall  avail  himself  of  all  of  the  organiza¬ 
tional  tools  (such  as  the  advice  of  special¬ 
ists  in  the  fields  of  contracting,  finance, 
law,  contract  audit,  erigineering,  traffic 
management,  and  cost  or  price  analysis) 
necessary  to  accomplish  the  purpose  as, 
in  his  discretion,  will  best  serve  the 
interests  of  the  (jiovernment. 

(b)  To  the  extent  services  of  special¬ 
ists  are  utilized  in  the  negotiation  of  con¬ 
tracts,  the  contracting  officer  must  co¬ 
ordinate  a  team  of  experts,  requesting 
advice  from  them,  evaluating  their 
counsel,  and  availing  himself  of  their 
skills  as  much  as  possible.  The  contract¬ 
ing  officer  shall  obtain  simultaneous  co¬ 
ordination  of  the  specialists’  efforts  to  the 
greatest  practical  extent.  He  shall  not, 
however,  transfer  his  own  responsibilities 
to  them.  Thus,  determination  of  the  suit¬ 
ability  of  the  contract  price  to  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  always  remains  the  responsibil¬ 
ity  of  the  contracting  officer. 

(c)  When  the  contractor  insists  on  a 
price  or  demands  a  profit  or  fee  which 
the  contracting  officer  considers  imrea- 
sonable,  the  contracting  officer  shall  (1) 
determine  the  feasibility  of  developing 
an  alternate  source  of  supply,  and  (2) 
take  such  other  action  within  his  author¬ 
ity  as  may  be  appropriate  in  the  circum¬ 
stances.  If,  after  exhausting  the  above 
course  of  action,  a  satisfactory  solution 
has  not  been  obtained,  the  contracting 
officer  shall  proceed  in  accordance  with 
agency  regulations.  With  regard  to  a  con¬ 
tractor’s  refusal  to  provide  cost  or  pric¬ 
ing  data,  see  §  1-3.807-6. 

§  1—3.801—3  Responsibility  of  other  per¬ 
sonnel. 

(a)  Requirements  and  other  logistics 
personnel.  Personnel,  other  than  the  con¬ 
tracting  officer,  who  determine  type, 
quality,  quantity,  and  delivery  require¬ 
ments  for  property  and  services  to  be 
procured,  can  influence  the  degree  of 
competition  obtainable  and  exert  a  mate¬ 
rial  effect  upon  prices.  Failure  to  deter¬ 
mine  requirements  in  sufficient  time  to 
allow  (1)  a  reasonable  period  for  prep¬ 
aration  of  requests  for  proposals,  (2) 
preparation  of  quotations  by  offerors,  (3) 
contract  negotiation  and  preparation,  or 
(4)  adequate  lead  time  for  manufactur¬ 
ing  or  performance  causes  delays  in  de¬ 
liveries  and  uneconomical  prices.  Re¬ 
quirements  issued  on  an  urgent  basis  or 


with  unrealistic  delivery  schedules  should 
be  avoided  since  they  generally  increase 
prices  or  restrict  desired  competition. 
Personnel  determining  requirements, 
specifications,  adequacy  .  of  sources  of 
supply,  and  like  matters  have  responsi¬ 
bility  in  such  areas  for  timely,  sound, 
and  economical  procurements. 

(b)  Pricing  personnel.  To  the  extent 
they  are  available  and  their  use  is  ap¬ 
propriate,  the  services  of  pricing  person¬ 
nel  shall  be  utilized  as  provided  in  this 
paragraph  (b) . 

(1)  The  contract  pricing  team  to  sup¬ 
port  the  contracting  officer  in  the  review 
and  analysis  of  pricing  proposals  may 
include  a  price  specialist  (or  analyst), 
negotiator,  buyer,  project  engineer,  con¬ 
tract  auditor,  and  other  professional  and 
technical  specialists,  such  as  production, 
quality  control,  packaging,  and  transpor¬ 
tation  specialists. 

(2)  The  advice  and  assistance  of 
pricing  personnel  (such  as  a  price 
specialist  or  analyst,  or  contract  auditor) 
should  be  obtain^  when  complex  pricing 
techniques  are  indicated,  including  the 
use  of  contract  types  involving  the  skill¬ 
ful  balancing  of  price,  cost,  and  perform¬ 
ance  incentive  arrangements.  Such  pric¬ 
ing  personnel  or  negotiators  supporting 
the  contracting  officer  may  be  designated 
to  develop  a  Government  pricing  objec¬ 
tive  prior  to  the  negotiation.  In  such 
case,  this  may  include  the  responsibility 
for; 

(i)  Determining  the  extent  of  advice 
required  from  other  specialists,  request¬ 
ing,  obtaining,  and  considering  such  ad¬ 
vice,  and  for  obtaining  pricing  data, 
including  cost  and  price  analyses,  his¬ 
torical  cost  or  pricing  data,  independent 
Government  cost  estimates,  economic 
analyses  and  the  like;  and 

(ii)  Consolidating  and  evaluating  the 
findings  of  the  pricing  team  members, 
and  for  the  analysis  of  proposed  prices 
in  consideration  of,  but  not  limited  to, 
such  factors  as  the  need  for  quantities 
and  kinds  of  materials  included  in  the 
proposal;  the  need  for  the  number  and 
kinds  of  man-hours;  the  need  for  special 
tooling  and  facilities;  and  the  reason¬ 
ableness  of  scrap  and  spoilage  factors. 
'These  analyses  shall  be  based  on  the 
team  members’  knowledge  of  production, 
quality  control,  engineering  and  manu¬ 
facturing  practices  and  techniques  and 
information  as  to  plant  capacity,  sched¬ 
uling,  engineering  and  production 
“know-how,”  Government  property, 
make-or-buy  considerations,  and  indus¬ 
trial  security,  particularly  as  these  relate 
to  the  practices  of  the  specific  prospec¬ 
tive  contractor. 

(3)  ’The  contract  auditor  is  respon¬ 
sible  for  submission  of  information  and 
advice,  based  on  his  analysis  of  the  con¬ 
tractor’s  books  and  accounting  records 
or  other  related  data,  as  to  the  accept¬ 
ability  of  the  contractor’s  incurred  and 
estimated  costs.  The  auditor  shall  report 
any  denial  by  the  contractor  of  access 
to  records  or  cost  or  pricing  data  which 
the  auditor  considers  essential  to  the 
preparation  of  a  satisfactory  report.  If 
the  auditor  believes  that  the  contractor’s 
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estimating  methods  or  accounting  system 
are  inadequate  to  produce  valid  support 
for  the  proposal  or  to  permit  satisfac¬ 
tory  administration  of  the  t5T)e  of  con¬ 
tract  contemplated,  this  shall  be  stated 
in  the  audit  report  and  concurrently 
made  known  to  the  contractor  so  that  he 
may  have  the  opportunity  of  presenting 
his  views  to  the  contracting  oflacer. 
Where  the  contracting  officer  determines 
that  deficiencies  in  the  contractor’s  ac¬ 
counting  system  or  estimating  methods 
are  such  that  the  proposed  contract  can¬ 
not  be  adequately  priced  or  administered, 
he  shall,  with  the  advice  of  the  contract 
auditor,  ensure  that  necessary  corrective 
action  is  initiated  prior  to  the  award  of 
such  contract.  Generally,  the  auditor  has 
responsibility  for  performing  that  part 
of  reviews  and  cost  or  price  analyses 
which  requires  access  to  the  contractor’s 
books  and  financial  records  supporting 
proposed  cost  or  pricing  data,  regardless 
of  the  dollar  amount  involved.  This  does 
not  preclude  the  contracting  officer  or  his 
technical  representatives  from  request¬ 
ing  any  data  from,  or  reviewing  records 
of,  the  contractor  (such  as  cost  or  pric¬ 
ing  data,  list  of  labor  operations,  proc¬ 
ess  sheets,  etc.)  necessary  to  the  dis¬ 
charge  of  their  responsibilities. 

(4)  In  order  to  provide  the  contract¬ 
ing  officer  with  maximum  support,  it  is 
essential  that  there  be  close  coopera¬ 
tion  and  communication  between  the 
contract  auditors  and  the  production  and 
other  technical  specialists.  Such  co¬ 
ordination  will  be  accomplished  in  a 
manner  which  will  minimize  duplication 
of  analysis  (see  §  l-3.809(b)  (3) ) .  The 
analyses  by  technical  and  audit  personnel 
are  of  mutual  interest,  end  information 
relating  thereto  shall  be  exchanged 
throughout  the  review  process.  It  is 
recognized  that  the  duties  of  auditors 
and  those  of  other  technical  specialists 
in  many  cases  require  both  to  evaluate 
the  same  elements  of  estimated  costs. 
While  they  shall  review  the  data  jointly 
or  concurrently  wherever  possible,  each 
shall  render  his  services  within  his  own 
area  of  responsibility.  For  example,  on 
quantitative  factors  (such  as  labor 
hours),  the  auditor  will  frequently  find 
it  necessary  to  compare  proposed  hours 
with  hours  actually  expanded  on  the 
same  or  similar  products  in  the  past  as 
reflected  on  the  cost  records  of  the  con¬ 
tractor.  From  this  information  he  can 
often  project  trend  data.  The  technical 
specialist  may  also  analyze  the  proposed 
hours  on  the  basis  of  his  knowledge  of 
such  things  as  shop  practices,  industrial 
engineering,  time  and  motion  factors, 
and  the  contractor’s  plant  organization 
and  capabilities.  'The  interchange  of  this 
information  will  not  only  prevent 
duplication  but  will  ensure  adequate  and 
complementary  analysis. 

(5)  Pricing  based  on  cost  analysis 
involves,  among  other  things,  an  ap¬ 
praisal  of  estimates  of  costs  expected  to 
be  incurred  in  the  future.  ’The  accoimt- 
ing  projection  of  trends  based  on  cost  or 
pricing  data,,  together  with  any  known 
changes  therein,  is  only  one  method  of 
conducting  this  appraisal,  others  being: 

(i)  An  engineering  appraisal  of  the 


need  for  the  estimated  labor  and  material 
costs  and  of  tooling  and  facilities,  and 
the  reasonableness  of  scrap  and  spoilage 
factors;  and 

(ii)  The  preparation  of  independ¬ 
ent  estimates  by  competent  technical 
personnel. 

Occasionally,  differences  of  opinion  will 
exist  not  only  on  the  reasonableness  of 
cost  projections  but  also  on  the  accouijt- 
ing  techniques  on  whicR  they  are  based. 
In  addition,  it  is  normally  not  possible 
to  negotiate  a  pricing  result  which  is  in 
strict  accord  with  all  of  the  opinions  of 
£dl  the  specialists,  or  even  with  the  Gov¬ 
ernment’s  pricing  objective.  Reasonable 
compromises  are  normally  necessary  and 
this  fact  must  be  imderstood  by  all  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  team.  For  all  of  these  reasons 
audit  reports  or  pricing  recommenda¬ 
tions  by  others  must  be  considered  to  be 
advisory  only.  The  contracting  officer  is 
responsible  for  the  exercise  of  the  req¬ 
uisite  judgments  and  is  solely  respon¬ 
sible  for  the  final  pricing  decision.  In 
these  instances  where  the  contracting 
officer  does  not  adopt  audit  or  other 
specialist  recommendations  that  have 
particular  significance  on  the  contract 
price,  appropriate  comments  shall  be  in¬ 
cluded  in  the  record  of  the  negotiation 
(seel  1-3.811). 

(6)  Whenever  it  becomes  apparent  to 
the  contracting  officer  that  the  negotia¬ 
tions  will  require  the  resolution  of  com¬ 
plex  problems  which  involve  items  sig¬ 
nificant  in  amount,  he  shall  request 
attendance  by  audit  and  other  appropri¬ 
ate  representatives  at  the  negotiation 
meeting. 

§  1—3.807—3  Requirements  for  cost  or 
pricing  data. 

(a)  The  contracting  officer  shall,  ex¬ 
cept  as  provided  In  paragraph  (b)  of  this 
section,  require  the  prospective  contrac¬ 
tor  or  contractor,  as  the  case  may  be,  to 
submit  written  cost  or  pricing  data  (or 
to  specifically  identify  such  data  in  writ¬ 
ing  if  actual  submission  of  the  data  is 
impracticable) ,  and  to  certify,  by  the  use 
of  the  certificate  set  forth  in  §  1-3.807-4 
that,  to  the  best  of  his  knowledge  and 
belief,  the  cost  or  pricing  data  he  sub¬ 
mitted  or  identified  was  accurate,  com¬ 
plete,  and  current  prior  to: 

(1)  The  award  of  any  negotiated  con¬ 
tract  expected  to  exceed  $100,000  in 
amount:  or 

(2)  The  pricing  of  any  contract  modi¬ 
fication  expected  to  exceed  $100,000  in 
amount  to  any  formally  advertised  or 
negotiated  contract  whether  or  not  cost 
or  pricing  data  was  required  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  initial  pricing  of  the 
contract. 

(b)  ’The  requirements  of  paragraph 
(a)  of  this  section  need  not  be  applied 
where  cost-reimbursement  type  con¬ 
tracts  for  construction  or  cost-reim¬ 
bursement  type  contracts  for  basic 
research  with  educational  institutions  are 
Involved  or  where  the  contracting  officer 
determines,  in  writing,  that  the  price 
negotiated  is  based  on  adequate  price 
competition,  established  catalog  or  mar¬ 
ket  prices  of  commercial  items  sold  in 
substantial  quantities  to  the  geperal 


public,  or  prices  set  by  law  or  regulation; 
or  where,  in  exceptional  cases,  the  head 
of  the  agency  or  his  authorized  designee 
authorizes  the  waiver  of  those  require¬ 
ments  and  states  in  writing  his  reasons 
for  such  determination  (see  §  1-3.302 
(e)). 

(c)  The  furnishing  and  certification 
of  cost  or  pricing  data  shall  be  required 
prior  to  the  award  of  any  negotiated  con¬ 
tract  not  expected  to  exceed  $100,000  in 
amount,  or  prior  to  the  pricing  of  any 
contract  modification  not  expected  to 
exceed  $100,000  in  amount,  to  any  for¬ 
mally  advertised  or  negotiated  contract 
whether  or  not  cost  or  pricing  data  was 
required  in  connection  with  the  initial 
pricing  of  the  contract:  Provided,  That 
it  is  considered  that  the  circumstances 
warrant  such  action,  such  as  in  para¬ 
graph  (g)  of  this  section.  However,  certi¬ 
fication  of  the  data  shall  not  be  required 
In  the  case  of  cost  and  cost-sharing  con¬ 
tracts,  the  estimated  cost  of  which  does 
not  exceed  $100,000  and  under  w'hich  the 
contractor  receives  no  fee. 

(d)  Any  contractor  who  has  been  re¬ 
quired  to  submit  and  certify  cost  or  pric¬ 
ing  data  in  accordance  with  this 
S  1-3.807-3  shall  also  be  required  to  ob¬ 
tain  cost  or  pricing  data  from  his  subcon¬ 
tractors  under  the  circumstances  set 
forth  in  the  appropriate  clause  in 
§  1-3.814-3. 

(e)  Whenever  a  certificate  of  cost  or 
pricing  data  is  required,  the  applicable 
clause  in  §  1-3.814-1  shall  be  Included  in 
the  contract  (including  invitations  for 
bids  and  requests  for  proposals) ,  and  the 
appropriate  clauses  tn  §§  1-3.814-2  and 
1-3.814-3  shall  be  used  if  required  by 
those  sections.  Where  such  a  certificate 
is  required  in  accordance  with  §  1-3.807- 
3(c),  those  clauses  shall  be  modified,  as 
appropriate. 

(f )  T^hen  there  is  adequate  price  com¬ 
petition  or  when  prices  are  set  by  law  or 
regxilation,  cost  or  pricing  data  ^all  not 
be  requested  regardless  of  the  dollar 
amount  involved.  As  a  general  rule,  cost 
or  pricing  data  should  not  be  requested 
when  it  has  been  determined  that  pro¬ 
posed  prices  are,  or  are  based  (ki,  estab¬ 
lished  catalog  or  market  prices  of  com¬ 
mercial  items  sold  in  substantial 
quantities  to  the  general  public.  Excep¬ 
tions  to  the  general  rule  include  the 
following: 

(1)  Where,  despite  the  willingness  of 
a  number  of  commercial  purchasers  to 
buy  an  item  as  such  a  catalog  or  market 
price,  the  contracting  officer  finds  that 
that  price  is  not  reasonable  and  supports 
such  finding  by  an  enumeration  of  the 
facts  upon  which  it  is  based,  cost  or 
pricing  data  may  be  requested  if  neces¬ 
sary  to  establish  a  reasonable  price:  Pro¬ 
vided.  ’That  such  finding  is  approved  at 
a  level,  if  any,  above  the  contracting 
officer. 

(2)  Cost  or  pricing  data  may  be  re¬ 
quested,  if  necessary,  where  there  is  such 
a  disparity  between  the  quantity  being 
procured  and  the  quantity  for  which 
there  is  such  a  catalog  or  market  price 
that  the  reasonableness  of  the  proposed 
price  cannot  be  determined  by  bomparing 
the  proposed  price  with  the  market  or 
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catalog  price.  Where  an  item  Is  sub¬ 
stantially  similar  to  a  commercial  item 
for  which  there  is  an  established  catalog 
or  market  price  at  which  substantial 
quantities  are  sold  to  the  general  public, 
but  the  offered  price  of  the  former  is  not 
considered  to  be  “based  on”  the  price  of 
the  latter  in  accordance  with  §  1-3.807-1 
(b)  (2) ,  any  requirement  for  cost  or  pric¬ 
ing  data  should  be  limited  to  that  per¬ 
taining  to  the  differences  between  the 
items,  if  this  limitation  is  consistent  with 
ensuring  reasonableness  of  the  price. 

(g)  (1)  Certified  cost  or  pricing  data 
shall  not  be  requested  prior  to  the  award 
of  any  contract  anticipated  to  be  for 
$10,000  or  less  and  generally  should  not 
be  requested  for  modifications  in  those 
amounts.  There  should  be  relatively  few 
instances  where  certified  cost  or  pricing 
data  and  the  inclusion  of  defective  pric¬ 
ing  clauses  would  be  justified  in  awards 
between  $10,000  and  $100,000.  In  most 
such  awards,  the  administrative  costs 
will  outweigh  the  benefits  which  might 
otherwise  accure  from  receipt  of  cer¬ 
tified  cost  or  pricing  data.  Accordingly, 
all  other  means  of  determining  reason¬ 
ableness  of  price  should  be  utilized. 
When  less  than  complete  cost  analysis 
(e.g.,  analysis  of  only  specific  factors)  will 
provide  a  reasonable  pricing  result  (see 
§  1-3.807-2  (a))  on  awards  under 
$100,000  without  the  submission  of  com¬ 
plete  cost  or  pricing  data,  the  contract¬ 
ing  ofiBcer  shall  request,  without  certifi¬ 
cation,  only  that  data  which  he  considers 
adequate  to  support  the  limited  extent 
of  the  cost  analysis  required. 

(2)  Although  cost  and  pricing  data 
was  requested  in  the  solicitation,  a  cer¬ 
tification  of  cost  and  pricing  data  shall 
not  be  requested  in  connection  with  the 
award  of  any  contract  of  any  dollar  value 
where  the  price  negotiated  is  based  on 
adequate  price  competition,  established 
catalog  or  market  prices  of  conunercial 
items  sold  in  substantial  quantities  to  the 
general  public,  or  prices  set  by  law  or 
regulation. 

(h)  (1)  “Cost  or, pricing  data”  as  used 
in  this  Subpart  1-3.8  consists  of  all  facts 
•existing  up  to  the  time  of  agreement  on 
price  which  prudent  buyers  and  sellers 
would  reasonably  expect  to  have  a  sig¬ 
nificant  effect  on  the  price  negotiations. 
The  definition  of  cost  or  pricing  data  em¬ 
braces  more  than  historical  accounting 
data;  it  also  Includes,  where  applicable, 
such  factors  as  vendor  quotations,  non¬ 
recurring  costs,  changes  In  production 
methods  and  production  or  procurement 
volume,  unit  cost  trends  such  as  those  as¬ 
sociated  with  labor  efiBciency,  make-or- 
buy  decisions,  and  new  source  solicita¬ 
tions,  rebates  and  discounts,  or  any 
other  management  decisions  which  could 
reasonably  be  expected  to  have  a  signif¬ 
icant  bearing  on  costs  under  the  pro¬ 
posed  contract.  In  short,  cost  or  pricing 
data  consists  of  all  facts  which  can  rea¬ 
sonably  be  expected  to  contribute .  to 
sound  estimates  of  future  costs  as  well 
as  to  the  validity  of  costs  already  incur¬ 
red.  Cost  or  pricing  data,  being  factual, 
is  that  type  of  information  which  can  be 
verified.  Because  the  contractor’s  certif¬ 
icate  pertains  to  “cost  or  pricing  data,” 


it  does  not  make  representations  as  to 
the  accuracy  of  the  contractor’s  judg¬ 
ment  regarding  the  estimated  portion  of 
future  costs  or  projections.  It  does,  how¬ 
ever,  apply  to  the  data  upon  which  the 
contractor’s  judgment  is  based.  ’This  dis¬ 
tinction  between  fact  and  judgment 
should  be  clearly  understood. 

(2)  The  requirement  for  submission  of 
cost  or  pricing  data  is  met  when  all  ac¬ 
curate  cost  or  pricing  data  reasonably 
available  (see  §  1-3.807-5 (a)  (1) )  to  the 
contractor  at  the  time  of  agreement  on 
price  is  submitted  in  writing,  or  specifi¬ 
cally  identified  in  writing  if  actual  sub¬ 
mission  of  the  data  is  impracticable,  to 
the  contracting  officer  or  his  representa¬ 
tive.  The  distinction  between  the  “sub¬ 
mission”  of  cost  or  pricing  data  and  the 
“making  available”  of  records  should  be 
clearly  understood.  The  mere  availabil¬ 
ity  of  books,  records,  and  other  docu¬ 
ments  for  verification  purposes  does  not 
constitute  submission  of  cost  or  pricing 
data. 

§  1—3,807^  Certificate  of  current  cost 
or  pricing  data. 

Where  a  certification  of  cost  or  pricing 
data  is  required  in  accordance  with 
§  1-3.807-3,  a  certificate  in  the  form  set 
forth  below  shall  be  Included  in  the  con¬ 
tract  file  along  with  the  documents  sup¬ 
porting  the  negotiation.  The  contractor 
shall  be  required  to  submit  only  one  cer¬ 
tificate  which  shall  be  submitted  as  soon 
as  practicable  after  agreement  is  reached 
on  the  contract  price. 

Certificate  of  Current  Cost  or  Pricing  Data 

This  Is  to  certify  that,  to  the  best  of  my 
knowledge  and  belief,  cost  or  pricing  data' 
submitted  In  writing,  or  specifically  Identified 
In  writing  If  actual  submission  of  the  data 
is  Impracticable  (see  S  l-3.807-3(h)  (2) ),  to 
the  (Contracting  Officer  or  his  representative 

In  support  of _ »  are 

accurate,  complete,  and  current  as  of 


(date) 

Firm 

Name 

•ntle 


(Date  of  execution) 

§  1—3.807—5  Defective  cost  or  pricing 
data. 

(a)  Where  any  price  to  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  including  profit  or  fee,  and  price 


'For  definition  of  "cost  or  pricing  data,” 
see  FPB  5  1-3.807-3. 

•Describe  the  proposal,  quotation,  request 
for  price  adjustments,  or  other  submission  In¬ 
volved,  giving  appropriate  Identifying  num¬ 
ber  (e.g-  RFP  No. _ ) . 

*  This  date  shall  be  the  date  when  the  price 
negotiations  were  concluded  and  the  contract 
price  was  agreed  to.  The  responsibility  of  the 
contractor  Is  not  limited  by  the  personal 
knowledge  of  the  contractor’s  negotiator  If 
the  contractor  had  information  reasonably 
available  (see  $  l-3.807-5(a) )  at  the  time  of 
agreement,  showing  that  the  negotiated  price 
Is  not  based  on  accurate,  complete,  and  cur¬ 
rent  data. 

'This  date  should  be  as  close  as  practica¬ 
ble  to  the  date  when  the  price  negotiations 
were  concluded  and  the  contract  price  was 
agreed  upon. 


adjustments,  must  be  negotiated  largely 
on  the  basis  of  (X)st  or  pricing  data  sub¬ 
mitted  by  the  <3ontractor,  it  is  essential 
that  the  data  be  acxnirate,  complete,  and 
current  and  in  appropriate  cases  so  cser- 
tified  by  the  contractor  (see  §§  1-3.807-3 
and  1-3.807-4) .  If  such  certified  (xwt  or 
pricing  data  is  subsequently  foimd  to 
have  been  inaccurate,  in<x)mplete,  or 
noncurrent  as  of  the  effective  date  of  the 
certificate,  the  Government  is  entitled  to 
an  adjustment  of  the  negotiated  price, 
to  exclude  any  significant  sum  by  which 
the  price  was  increased  because  of  the 
defective  data.  The  clauses  set  forth  in 
§  1-3.814-1  give  the  (government  in  such 
a  case  an  enforceable  contract  right  to 
a  price  adjustment;  that  is,  to  a  reduc¬ 
tion  in  the  price  to  what  it  would  have 
been  if  the  contractor  had  submitted  ac¬ 
curate,  complete,  and  current  data.  In 
arriving  at  a  price  adjustment  under  a 
clause,  the  (rontractlng  officer  should, 
after  review  of  the  record  of  the  (xintract 
negotiation  (see  §  1-3.811),  consider  the 
following: 

(1)  Certain  data  such  as  overhead  ex¬ 
penses  and  production  records  may  not 
be  reasonably  available  except  on  nor¬ 
mal  periodic  closing  dates.  Also,  the  data 
on  numerous  minor  material  items,  each 
of  which  by  itself  would  be  insignificant,  • 
may  be  reasonably  available  only  as  of 
a  cutoff  date  prior  to  agreement  on  price 
because  the  voliune  of  transactions 
woffid  make  the  use  of  any  later 
date  impracticable.  F\irthermore,  except 
where  a  single  item  is  used  in  apparently 
substantial  quantities,  the  net  effe(^  of 
any  changes  to  the  prices  of  such  minor 
items  would  likely  be  insignificant. 
Closing  or  cutoff  dates  should  be  included 
as  a  part  of  the  data  submitted  with  the 
contractor’s  proposal  and  should  be  up¬ 
dated  by  the  contractor  to  the  latest 
closing  or  cutoff  dates,  preceding  agree¬ 
ment  on  price,  for  which  such  data  is 
available.  The  contracting  offi(^r  and 
contractor  are  encouraged  to  reach  a 
prior  imderstanding  on  criteria  for 
establishing  closing  or  cutoff  dates,  and 
to  the  extent  possible  the  imderstanding 
should  relate  to  an  approved  estimating 
system.  Notwithstanding  the  foregoing, 
matters  which  are  significant  to  con¬ 
tractor  management  and  to  Government 
and  any  related  data  would  be  expected 
to  be  cmrent  on  the  date  of  agreement 
on  price  and  therefore  will  be  treated  as 
reasonably  available  as  of  that  date. 
Although  changes  in  the  labor  base  or  in 
prices  of  major  material  items  are  gen¬ 
erally  significant  matters,  no  hard  and 
fast  rule  can  be  laid  down  since  what  is 
significant  can  depend  upon  such  cir¬ 
cumstances  as  the  size  and  nature  of  the 
procurement. 

(2)  In  etstablishing  that  the  defective 
data  caused  an  increase  in  the  contract 
price,  the  contracting  officer  is  not  ex¬ 
pected  to  reconstruct  the  negotiation  by 
speculating  as  to  what  would  have  been 
the  mental  attitudes  of  the  n^tiating 
parties  if  the  correct  data  had  been  sub¬ 
mitted  at  the  time  of  agreement  on  price. 
In  the  absence  of  evidence  to  the  con¬ 
trary,  the  natural  and  probable  conse¬ 
quence  of  defective  data  is  an  increase 


No.  39— Ft.  I - 3 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOl.  34,  NO.  39 — THURSDAY,  FEBRUARY  27,  1969 


2662 

in  the  contract  price  in  the  amoiint  of  the 
defect  plus  the  amount  of  the  related 
burden  and  profit  or  fee;  therefore,  un¬ 
less  there  is  a  clear  indication  that  the 
defective  data  was  not  used,  or  was  not 
relied  upon,  the  contract  price  should  be 
reduced  by  the  aggregate  of  these 
amounts. 

(3)  As  a  general  rule,  understated  cost 
or  pricing  data  shall  not  be  “set  off” 
against  overstated  cost  or  pricing  data  in 
arriving  at  a  price  adjustment.  However, 
where  there  is  a  question  as  to  the  ac¬ 
curacy  of  a  single  item  of  data  which 
is  an  average  or  composite  rate,  over¬ 
statements  in  making  up  the  rate  may  be 
set  off  by  understatements  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  correcting  the  rate  submitted  by 
the  contractor.  In  addition,  as  a  further 
exception  to  the  general  rule  against  set 
off,  overstated  data  (such  as  rniit  price) 
relating  to  a  single  item  may  be  offset 
by  understated  data  (such  as  quantity) 

*  relating  to  the  same  item.  In  any  case, 
the  contract  price  shall  be  adjusted  only 
if  the  net  adjustment  is  downward. 

(b)  If,  at  any  time  prior  to  agreement 
on  price,  the  contracting  oflBcer  learns 
through  audit  or  otherwise  that  any  cost 
or  pricing  data  submitted  is  inaccurate, 
incomplete,  or  noncurrent,  he  shall  im¬ 
mediately  call  it  to  the  attention  of  the 
contractor  whether  that  defective  data 
tends  to  increase  or  decrease  the  contract 
price.  Thereafter,  the  contracting  officer 
shall  negotiate  on  the  basis  of  any  new 
data  submitted,  or  on  a  basis  which  in 
his  opinion  makes  satisfactory  allow¬ 
ance  for  the  incorrect  data  as  he  con¬ 
siders  appropriate  and  shall  refiect  these 
facts  in  his  record  of  negotiation. 

(c)  After  award,  if  the  contracting  of¬ 
ficer  obtains  information  which  leads 
him  to  believe  that  the  data  furnished 
may  not  have  been  accurate,  complete, 
and  current,  or  if  he  considers  that  the 
data  may  not  have  been  adequately  veri¬ 
fied  as  of  the  time  of  negotiation,  he 
should  request  an  audit  to  evaluate  the 
accuracy,  completeness,  and  currency  of 
such  data.  In  the  case  of  negotiated  firm 
fixed-price  contracts,  postaward  cost 
performance  audits,  pursuant  to  a  clause 
set  forth  in  §  1-3.814-2,  shall  be  limited 
to  the  single  purpose  of  determining 
whether  or  not  defective  cost  or  pricing 
data  was  submitted.  Such  audits  shall 
not  be  for  the  purpose  of  evaluating 
profit-cost  relationships,  nor  shall  any 
repricing  of  such  contracts  be  made  be¬ 
cause  the  realized  profit  was  greater  than 
was  forecast,  or  because  some  con¬ 
tingency  cited  by  the  contractor  in  his 
submission  failed  to  materialize,  unless 
the  audit  reveals  that  the  cost  or  pricing 
data  certified  by  the  contractor  was,  in 
fact,  defective  (see  §  1-3.812). 

(d)  Under  the  “Price  Reduction  for 
Defective  Cost  or  Pricing  Data”  clauses 
in  §  1-3.814-1,  the  Government’s  right  to 
reduce  the  prime  contract  price  extends 
to  cases  where  the  prime  contract  price 
was  increased  by  any  significant  sums 
because  a  subcontractor  furnished  defec¬ 
tive  cost  or  pricing  data  in  connection 
with  a  subcontract  where  a  certificate  of 
cost  or  pricing  data  was,  or  should  have 
been,  furnished.  In  some  cases,  as  where 
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the  defective  nature  of  a  subcontractor’s 
data  is  only  disclosed  by  Government 
audit,  the  information  necessary  to  sup¬ 
port  a  reduction  in  prime  contract  and 
subcontractor  prices  may  be  available 
only  from  the  Government.  To  the  extent 
necessary  to  secure  a  prime  contract 
price  reduction,  the  contracting  officer 
should  make  such  necessary  information 
available  upon  request  to  the  prime  con¬ 
tractor  or  higher  tier  subcontractors; 
however,  if  the  release  of  such  informa¬ 
tion  would  compromise  Government 
security  or  disclose  trade  secrets  or  other 
confidential  business  information,  it  shall 
be  made  available  only  under  conditions 
that  will  fully  protect  it  from  improper 
disclosure.  Information  made  available 
pursuant  to  this  paragraph  shall  be 
limited  to  that  used  as  the  basis  for  the 
prime  contract  price  reduction. 

(e)  Inasmuch  as  price  reductions  un¬ 
der  the  Price  Reduction  for  Defective 
Cost  or  Pricing  Data  clauses  may  involve 
first-  and  lower-tier  subcontractors  as 
well  as  the  prime  contractor,  the  con¬ 
tracting  oflBcer  should  give  the  prime 
contractor  reasonable  advance  notice  be¬ 
fore  making  a  determination  to  reduce 
the  contract  price  under  such  clauses,  in 
order  to  afford  the  prime  contractor  an 
opportimity  to  take  any  action  deemed 
advisable  by  him,  particularly  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  any  subcontracts  that  may  be 
involved. 

§  1—3.809  Contract  audit  as  a  pricing 
aid. 

Contract  audit  as  a  pricing  aid  shall 
be  utilized  to  the  fullest  extent  appropri¬ 
ate  as  provided  by  this  section,  except  as 
otherwise  provided  by  the  head  of  the 
agency  if  audit  resources  are  unavailable. 

(a)  General.  Contract  auditors  are 
professional  accountants  who,  although 
organizationally  independent,  are  the 
principal  advisors  to  contracting  officers 
on  contractor  accoimting  and  contract 
audit  matters.  Contract  audit  services 
include: 

(1)  The  submission  of  audit  reports 
which  set  forth  the  results  of  auditors’ 
reviews  and  analyses  of  cost  data  sub¬ 
mitted  by  contractors  as  part  of  pricing 
proposals,  reviews  of  contractors’  ac¬ 
counting  systems,  estimating  methods, 
and  other  related  matters;  and 

(2)  Personal  consultation  and  advice 
to  procurement  and  contract  adminis¬ 
tration  personnel  in  connection  with 
analyses  of  contractors’  cost  representa¬ 
tions  and  related  matters,  including 
coimsel  (with  or  without  an  audit)  on 
accoimting  and  financial  subjects. 

(b)  Auditor’s  reports  on  contract  price 
proposals.  (1)  Prior  to  negotiation  of  any 
contract  or  modification  resulting  from  a 
proposal  in  excess  of  $100,000  (including 
initial  prices,  estimated  costs  of  cost- 
reimbursement  types,  interim  and  final 
price  redeterminations,  escalation,  target, 
settlement  of  incentive  types  and  modi¬ 
fications  to  formally  advertised  con¬ 
tracts)  ,  where  the  price  will  be  based  on 
cost  or  pricing  data  (§  1-3.807-3)  sub¬ 
mitted  by  the  contractor,  the  contract¬ 
ing  oflBcer  or  his  authorized  representa¬ 
tive  shall  request  an  aduit  review  by  the 
contract  audit  activity.  In  arriving  at 


the  aggregate  amount  involved  in  a  con¬ 
tract  or  modification,  there  shall  be  in¬ 
cluded  all  personal  property  and  non¬ 
personal  services  (including  construc¬ 
tion)  which  would  properly  be  grouped 
together  in  a  single  transaction.  Require¬ 
ments  shall  not  be  split  into  several  con¬ 
tracts  or  modifications  which  are  less 
than  $100,000,  but  which  aggregate  more 
than  $100,000. 

(1)  The  requirement  for  audit  of 
proposals  which  exceed  $100,000  may 
be  waived  by  the  contracting  officer 
whenever  it  is  clear  that  information 
already  available  is  adequate  for  the 
proposed  procurement.  In  such  case,  the 
contract  file  shall  be  documented  to 
refiect  the  reason  for  any  such  waiver: 
Provided,  however.  That  independent 
Government  estimates  of  cost  or  price 
shall  not  be  used  as  the  sole  justification 
for  any  such  waiver  (see  §  l-3.811(a) 
(4)). 

(ii)  Audits  should  be  requested  for 
proposals  of  less  than  $100,000  where  a 
valid  need  exists,  such  as: 

(a)  Inadequate  knowledge  concerning 
the  contractor’s  accounting  policies,  cost 
systems,  or  substantially  changed 
methods  or  levels  of  operation: 

(b)  Previous  unfavorable  experience 
indicating  doubtful  reliability  of  the  con¬ 
tractor’s  estimating,  accounting,  or  pur¬ 
chasing  methods;  or 

(c)  Procurement  of  a  new  product  for 
which  cost  experience  is  lacking. 

(iii)  The  terms  “audit  review”  and 
“audit”  are  used  interchangeably  to  re¬ 
fer  to  examinations  by  contract  auditors, 
of  contractors’  statements  of  (a)  costs 
to  be  incurred  (cost  estimates),  or  (b) 
costs  actually  incurred,  to  the  extent 
deemed  appropriate  by  the  auditors  in 
the  light  of  their  experience  with  the 
contractors,  and  relying  upon  their  ap¬ 
praisals  of  the  effectiveness  of  contrac¬ 
tors’  policies,  procedures,  controls,  and 
practices.  Such  audit  reviews  or  audits 
may  consist  of  desk  reviews,  test  checks 
of  a  limited  number  of  transactions,  or 
examinations  in  depth,  at  the  discretion 
of  the  auditor. 

(2)  The  contracting  officer  shall  estab¬ 
lish  the  due  date  for  receipt  of  the  audi¬ 
tor’s  report  and  in  so  doing  shall  allow 
as  much  time  as  possible  for  the  audit 
work.  Within  the  time  available  the  over¬ 
all  scope  and  depth  of  the  audit  shall  be 
determined  by,  and  be  the  full  responsi¬ 
bility  of,  the  contract  auditor.  Any  par¬ 
ticular  areas  identified  by  the  contracting 
officer  for  si>ecial  emphasis  shall  be  spe¬ 
cifically  included  in  the  report.  Since  time 
is  highly  important  in  most  negotiation 
situations,  the  auditors  should  give  suf¬ 
ficient  priority  to  reports  for  forward 
pricing  to  meet  established  due  dates.  If 
the  time  available  is  not  adequate  to 
permit  satisfactory  coverage  of  the  pro¬ 
posal,  the  auditor 'Shall  so  advise  the 
contracting  officer  and  indicate  the  ad¬ 
ditional  time  needed.  The  contracting 
officer  shall  promptly  advise  the  auditor 
whether  the  extension  of  the  report  due 
date  can  be  granted. 

(3)  When  requesting  the  contract  au¬ 
ditor  to  review  and  evaluate  a  contrac¬ 
tor’s  proposal,  the  contracting  officer 
shall  identify  any  areas  where  he  desires 
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particular  pricing  effort.  I?  there  are 
audit  work  program  conflicts,  priorities 
should  be  worked  out  jointly  between  the 
auditor  and  the  contracting  officer.  Ar¬ 
rangements  should  be  made,  by  the  audi¬ 
tor  through  the  contracting  officer  for 
technical  assistance,  as  needed. 

(4)  During  the  course  of  the  exam¬ 
ination,  the  auditor  should  discuss  any 
pertinent  matters  with  the  contractor  to 
the  extent  necessary  to  enable  the  audi¬ 
tor  to  fully  imderstand  the  basis  for  each 
item  in  the  contractor’s  proposal  and  to 
remove  any  doubts  which  may  exist  in 
the  auditor’s  mind  as  to  the  validity  and 
accuracy  of  his  conclusions  and  audit 
findings.  Before  such  discussions  are 
concluded,  the  auditor  should  have  ex¬ 
plored  and  discussed  with  the  contractor 
any  discrepancies  noted  in  his  examina¬ 
tion  involving  cost  or  pricing  data  as 
defined  under  §  1-3.807-3.  The  audit  re¬ 
port  shall  include  a  summary  of  the 
contractor’s  position  on  those  major 
points  where  disagreement  remains.  'The 
auditor  shall  exercise  care  to  prevent 
disclosure  of  the  technical  analysis  and 
similar  information  that  would  prejudice 
the  Government’s  negotiating  position. 

(5)  The  auditor,  as  part  of  his  report, 
shall  set  forth  the  basis  and  method  used 
by  the  contractor  in  preparing  his  pro¬ 
posal.  Also,  the  report  shall  clearly  iden¬ 
tify  the  contractor’s  original  proposal 
and  all  subsequent  written  formal  sub¬ 
missions  to  the  contracting  officer  or  to 
the  auditor,  of  cost  or  pricing  data  iden¬ 
tified  as  such  by  the  contractor.  In  ad¬ 
dition,  cost  or  pricing  data  not  submit¬ 
ted  by  the  contractor  but  otherwise  com¬ 
ing  to  the  auditor  which  has  a  significant 
effect  on  the  proposed  cost  or  price  shall 
also  be  described  in  the  advisory  audit 
report.  If  the  auditor  determines  that 
the  cost  or  pricing  data  submitted  by  the 
contractor  is  not  accurate,  complete,  and 
current,  the  auditor  shall  describe  the 
deficiency  and  explain  its  significance  in 
the  audit  report.  Where  the  resulting 
overall  effect  on  the  proposed  cost  or 
price  is  of  such  magnitude  that  the  con¬ 
tractor’s  proposal  is  of  little  use  as  a 
basis  for  negotiation,  the  audit  report 
shall  so  state.  None  of  the  above  is  in¬ 
tended  to  relieve  the  contractor  of  his 
obligation  to  submit  accurate,  complete, 
and  current  cost  or  pricing  data. 

(6)  Reports  of  technical  analysis  and 
review  should  be  furnished  to  the  auditor 
at  the  earliest  possible  date,  and,  where 
practicable,  at  least  5  days  prior  to  the 
due  date  of  the  audit  report,  to  enable 
the  auditor  to  include  the  financial  ef¬ 
fect  of  technical  findings  in  the  audit  re¬ 
port  (for  example,  the  necessary  compu¬ 
tations  of  dollar  amoimts  arising  from 
changes  in  proposed  kinds  and  quantities 
of  materials,  labor  hours,  etc.).  In  the 
event  the  technical  analyses  are  not 
available  in  time  to  be  reflected  in  the 
audit  report,  the  audit  report  shall  so 
state.  If  technical  analyses  are  received 
later  by  the  auditor,  he  shall  issue  a  sup¬ 
plemental  report  if  the  status  of  the 
negotiation  is  such  that  a  report  would 
serve  a  useful  purpose.  The  original  of  all 
technical  reports  received  by  the  auditor 
shall  be  made  a  part  of  the  audit  report. 
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(7)  The  audit  report,  giving  the  finan¬ 
cial  effect  of  related  technical  and  other 
evaluations,  shall  be  forwarded  by  the 
auditor  to  the  contracting  officer.  If  any 
information  disclosed  subsequent  to  the 
receipt  of  the  audit  report  is  such  as  to 
significantly  affect  the  audit  findings,  the 
contracting  officer  should  promptly  ad¬ 
vise  the  auditor,  who  shall  determine 
whether  to  issue  a  supplemental  report. 

(8)  Information  generated  through 
sources  other  than  the  contractor’s  rec¬ 
ords  may  be  available  to  the  contracting 
officer  which  may  affect  the  Govern¬ 
ment’s  negotiating  position.  The  auditor 
shall  not  disclose  to  the  contractor  his 
conclusions  and  recommendations  to  the 
contracting  officer  on  the  contractor’s 
proposal.  No  portion  of  the  advisory  audit 
report  shall  be  furnished  to  the  contrac¬ 
tor  without  the  concurrence  of  the  con¬ 
tracting  officer.  The  auditor  shall  not  dis¬ 
close  to  the  contractor  the  results  of  tech¬ 
nical  analysis  and  similar  information 
that  would  prejudice  the  Government’s 
negotiating  position.  The  above  limita¬ 
tions  are  not  intended  to  preclude  dis¬ 
closure  of  discrepancies  or  mistakes  of 
fact  such  as  duplications,  omissions,  and 
errors  in  computations,  contained  in  the 
contractor’s  cost  or  pricing  data  support¬ 
ing  the  proposal. 

(9)  If,  in  the  opinion  of  the  contract¬ 
ing  officer,  or  auditor,  the  review  of  a 
prime  contractor’s  proposal  requires 
audit  reviews  of  subcontractors’  cost  es¬ 
timates  at  the  subcontractors’  plants 
(after  due  consideration  of  reviews  per¬ 
formed  by  the  prime  contractor),  such 
reviews  should  be  arranged  through  audit 
channels.  Criteria  as  to  necessity  for 
audit  of  subcontracts  shall  be  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  guidelines  applicable  to  prime 
contracts.  Where  technical  reviews  are 
needed  they  shall  be  arranged  through 
the  contracting  officer. 

(10)  The  audit  report  shall  be  made  a 
part  of  the  official  contract  file. 

(c)  Additional  function  of  the  con¬ 
tract  auditor.  (1)  Under  cost-reimburse¬ 
ment  type  contracts,  the  cost-reimburse¬ 
ment  portion  of  fixed-price  contracts, 
letter  contracts  which  provide  for  reim¬ 
bursement  of  costs,  time  and  material 
contracts,  and  labor-hour  (negotiated  or 
formally  advertised)  contracts: 

(i)  The  auditor  shall  conduct  periodic 
audits  of  contractors  as  is  warranted  by 
the  financial  condition,  integrity,  reliabil¬ 
ity  of  the  contractor,  prior  audit  experi¬ 
ence,  adequacy  of  the  accoimting  sys¬ 
tem,  and  the  amount  of  unaudited 
claims.  Advisory  audit  reports  shall  be 
prepared  by  the  auditor  at  such  times 
when  the  report  is  needed  or  desirable, 
and  (where  possible)  should  be  rendered 
no  less  frequently  than  once  yearly. 
When  the  circumstances  warrant,  ar¬ 
rangements  may  be  made  for  the  con¬ 
tract  auditor  to  examine  contractor’s 
reimbursement  vouchers  or  invoices,  and 
transmit  those  approved  for  payment 
to  the  cognizant  contracting  or  disburs¬ 
ing  officer.  If  the  contract  auditor  ques¬ 
tions  costs  or  considers  them  unallow¬ 
able,  he  shall  provide  the  contracting 
officer  with  reasons  and  justification 
therefor.  The  contracting  officer,  if  he 
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agrees  with  the  contract  auditor,  shall 
promptly  notify  the  contractor  in  writ¬ 
ing  of  the  costs  questioned  and  sus¬ 
pended,  or  disapproved.  In  the  case  of 
costs  disapproved  (including  disap¬ 
proval  of  costs  previously  questioned  and 
suspended,  where  the  difference  cannot 
be  resolved),  the  written  notice  to  the 
contractor  shall  include  a  complete 
statement,  as  prescribed  by  agency  pro¬ 
cedures  or  regulations,  to  the  effect  that 
the  notice  constitutes  a  final  decision 
of  the  contracting  officer,  the  effective 
date  of  such  decision,  the  contractor’s 
right  to  appeal  therefrom,  and  the  spe¬ 
cific  procedure  to  be  followed  if  the  con¬ 
tractor  decides  to  make  such  an  appeal. 

(ii)  The  contract  auditor  shall  be  re¬ 
sponsible  for  performing  audits  of  con¬ 
tracts  in  which  pricing  or  payment  is 
based  upon  cost  or  other  financial  infor¬ 
mation  furnished  by  the  contractor, 
when  such  audit  is  required  or  considered 
desirable. 

(iii)  The  contract  auditor  shall  be  re¬ 
sponsible  for  making  appropriate  recom¬ 
mendations  to  the  contracting  officer 
concerning  the  establishment  of  over¬ 
head  rates  (billing,  provisional,  or  pre¬ 
determined),  when  such  rates  are  pro¬ 
vided  for  in  the  contract  (see  Subpart 
1-3.7,  Negotiated  Overhead  Rates) . 

(2)  Preaward  surveys  (see  §  1-1.310-9) 
of  potential  contractor’s  competence  to 
perform  proposed  contracts  shall  be  ar¬ 
ranged  by  the  contracting  officer.  Where 
information  is  required  on  the  adequacy 
of  the  contractor’s  accounting  system  or 
its  suitability  for  administration  of  the 
proposed  type  of  contr^ict,  such  informa¬ 
tion  shall  always  be  obtained  by  the  con¬ 
tracting  officer  from  the  auditor  '(see 
§  l-3.801-3(b)  (3) ).  The  contracting  of¬ 
ficer  shall  be  responsible  for  compliance 
with  the  agency’s  implementing  policies 
and  procedures  concerning  the  contrac¬ 
tor’s  financial  competence  or  credit  needs 
(see  also  §  1-1.310). 

(3)  (i)  The  establishment,  mainte¬ 
nance,  and  consistent  use  of  formal  cost 
estimating  systems  by  contractors  Is  to 
the  mutual  benefit  of  the  Government 
and  Industry,  particularly  where  a  large 
portion  of  the  contractor’s  business  is 
Government  work  and  there  are  a  num¬ 
ber  of  significant  proposals  requiring  re¬ 
view.  Procuring  activities  should  encour¬ 
age  contractors  to  formalize  and  follow 
good  estimating  procedures.  It  is  recog¬ 
nized  that  estimating  procedures  will 
vary  among  contractors,  and  may  vary 
between  plants  or  divisions  of  a  contrac¬ 
tor  due  to  differences  in  products,  size 
and  methods  of  operations,  production  vs. 
research,  and  other  factors.  While  formal 
systems  do  not  eliminate  the  need  for 
judgmental  factors  to  be  applied  by  con¬ 
tractors  in  developdng  cost  proposals, 
they  do  provide  a  sound  foundation  for 
the  systematic  and  orderly  application 
of  these  judgment  factors  to  specific  pro¬ 
posals.  The  consistent  preparation  of 
proposals  in  accordance  with  an  accept¬ 
able  estimating  system  is  of  material 
benefit  in  ensuring  both  the  contractor 
and  the  Government  that  proposals  are 
realistically  and  reasonably  priced,  that 
the  S  1-3.807-3  requirements  for  utilizing 
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current,  accurate,  and  ccanplete  cost  and 
pricing  data  in  developing  the  proposal 
are  met,  and  that  underestimating  and 
overestimating  of  contract  costs  are  min¬ 
imized.  Some  of  the  advantages  of  sound 
estimating  procedures  are :  a  greater  de¬ 
gree  of  confidence  can  normally  be 
placed  in  the  accuracy  and  reliability  of 
contractors’  individual  proposals;  it  ex¬ 
pedites  the  negotiation  process;  it  re¬ 
duces  the  amoimt  of  detailed  explanation 
of  estimating  processes  on  each  individ¬ 
ual  proposal;  and,  as  in  the  case  of  the 
well  established  practice  regarding  ac¬ 
ceptable  accounting  systems,  reduces  the 
scope  of  reviews  performed  by  audit  and 
other  technical  and  procurement 
personnel. 

(ii)  When  an  audit  is  performed  pur¬ 
suant  to  §  l-3.809(b)  (1),  the  contract 
auditor  shall  determine  whether  the  con¬ 
tractor’s  estimating  systems  or  methods 
are  acceptable  to  the  Government. 
Among  the  matters  to  be  considered  in 
determining  the  acceptability  of  the  es¬ 
timating  systems  or  methods  are  the 
following: 

(a)  Responsibilities  within  the  con¬ 
tractor’s  organization  for  originating,  re¬ 
viewing,  and  approving  estimates; 

(b)  Procedures  followed  in  developing 
estimates  for  each,  of  the  direct  and  in¬ 
direct  elements  of  cost; 

(c)  The  source  of  data  used  in  devel¬ 
oping  the  estimates  and  in  ensuring  that 
such  data  are  current,  complete,  and 
accurate; 

(d)  The  documentation  developed  and 
maintained  by  the  contractor  to  support 
the  estimate; 

(e)  Management  support  of  the  pro¬ 
gram  review  including  approval  of  the 
estimate,  controls  established  to  ensure 
consistent  compliance  with  estimating 
procedures;  and  personnel  training  and 
evaluation  programs;  and 

(/)  'The  extent  of  coordination  and 
communication  between  the  various  ele¬ 
ments  of  the  contractor’s  organization 
responsible  for  the  estimate. 

(ill)  If  the  contractor’s  estimating 
systems  or  methods  are  not  acceptable 
to  the  Government,  the  contracting  of¬ 
ficer  shall  determine  whether  an  esti¬ 
mating  system  survey  should  be  under¬ 
taken  as  a  team  effort  (including  the 
contract  auditor  and  other  qualified 
technical  specialists)  after  consideration 
of  criteria  such  as; 

(a)  The  significance  (including  esti¬ 
mated  cost  or  price)  of  all  present  and 
estimated  future  Government  procure¬ 
ments,  provided,  that  if  only  a  one-time 
procurement  is  involved,  other  appro¬ 
priate  methods  may  be  used  to  establish 
the  reliability  and  reasonableness  of  the 
contractor’s  cost  or  pricing  data; 

(b)  The  benefits  which  might  accrue 
to  the  Government  in  view  of  the  cost 
of  the  survey;  and 

(c)  The  findings  and  corrective  ac¬ 
tions  taken  in  connection  with  previous 
estimating  surveys,  if  any. 

(iv)  A  copy  of  the  survey  report,  to¬ 
gether  with  a  copy  of  the  ofiScial  notice 
of  corrective  action  (see  §  1-3.801-3  (b) 
(3) )  required,  shall  be  furnished  to  each 
agency  procuring  activity  having  busi¬ 


ness  with  that  contractor,  and  (upon  re¬ 
quest)  to  other  procurement  agencies. 
Any  significant  deficiencies  in  the  system 
not  corrected  by  the  contractor  shall  also 
be  considered  in  subsequent  proposal  re¬ 
views,  and  by  contracting  officers  in  ne¬ 
gotiating  with,  and  in  determining  the 
reasonableness  of  prices  proposed  by, 
that  contractor.  Where  these  deficiencies 
continue  to  exist  and  where  they  have  ad¬ 
verse  effect  on  prices,  the  problem  should 
be  brought  to  the  attention  of  procure¬ 
ment  officials  at  a  level  necessary  to  bring 
about  corrective  action. 

§  1—3.810  Exchange  of  information. 

In  appropriate  cases  it  is  desirable  to 
exchange  and  coordinate  specialized  in¬ 
formation  regarding  a  contractor  be¬ 
tween  procurement  activities  or  agen¬ 
cies,  since  it  will  provide  uniformity  of 
treatment  of  major  issues  (see,  for  ex¬ 
ample,  §§  1-3.705  and  1-3.706). 

§  1—3.811  Record  of  price  negotiation. 

(a)  At  the  conclusion  of  each  negotia¬ 
tion  of  an  initial,  revised,  or  final  price, 
the  contracting  officer  shall  prepare  a 
memorandum  setting  forth  the  principal 
elements  of  the  price  negotiation,  for 
inclusion  in  the  contract  file  and  for 
the  use  of  any  reviewing  authorities.  The 
memorandum  shall  include  the  following 
information,  to  the  extent  applicable: 

(1)  The  name,  position,  and  organiza¬ 
tion  of  conferees  representing  the  con¬ 
tractor  and  the  Government; 

(2)  The  purpose  of  the  negotiation; 

( 3 )  If  cost  or  pricing  data  was  required 
to  be  submitted  and  certified  pursuant  to 
§§  1-3.807-3  and  1-3.807-4,  respectively, 
the  memorandum  shall  reflect  the  extent 
to  which  the  contracting  officer: 

(i)  Did  not  rely  on  the  factual  cost  or 
pricing  data  submitted  and  did  not  use 
such  data  in  negotiating  the  price;  and 

(ii)  Recognized  in  the  negotiation  that 
any  cost  or  pricing  data  submitted  by 
the  contractor  was  inaccurate,  incom¬ 
plete,  or  noncurrent;  the  action  taken  by 
the  contracting  officer  and  the  contractor 
as  a  result;  and  the  effect,  if  any,  of  such 
defective  data  on  the  price  negotiated. 

(4)  If  cost  or  pricing  data  was  not  re¬ 
quired  in  the  case  of  any  price  negotia¬ 
tion  in  excess  of  $100,000,  the  memoran¬ 
dum  shall  include  a  statement  of  the 
basis  for  determining  that  (i)  the  price 
resulted  from  or  was  based  on  adequate 
price  competition,  established  catalog  or 
market  prices  of  commercial  items  sold 
in  substantial  quantities  to  the  general 
public,  or  prices  set  by  law  or  regula¬ 
tion  (see  §  1-3.807-1), or  (ii)  information 
already  available  is  adequate  for  the 
proposed  procurement  (see  §  l-3.809(b) 
(1)  (i)) ; 

(5)  A  summary  of  the  contractor’s  pro¬ 
posal,  the  pertinent  advisory  audit  re¬ 
port  recommendations,  and  the  reasons 
for  variation  (if  any)  from  such  recom¬ 
mendations; 

(6)  The  most  significant  facts  or  con¬ 
siderations  controlling  the  establishment 
of  the  initial,  revised,  or  final  price;  and 

(7)  Appropriate  explanation  (in  fixed- 
price  type  contracts)  where  the  total 
price  negotiated  differs  significantly  from 
the  total  price  objective. 


(b)  Whenever  an  audit  review  has 
been  made  pursuant  to  S  1-3.809,  the 
contracting  officer  shall  forward  a  copy 
of  the  record  of  negotiation  to  the  cogni- 
zant  contract  audit  office,  for  use  by  that 
office  and  the  auditor  to  improve  the  use¬ 
fulness  of  the  audit  work  and  related  re¬ 
ports  to  negotiation  officials.  Where  ap¬ 
propriate,  the  negotiation  memorandum 
should  include  (or  be  supplemented  by) 
information  on  how  the  contract  audit 
advisory  services  can  be  made  more  ef¬ 
fective  in  future  negotiations  with  this 
(or  other)  contractor  (s) . 

§  1—3.812  Disposition  of  postaward 
audits. 

An  auditor’s  advisory  report  of  post¬ 
award  reviews  of  cost  or  pricing  data  may 
result  either  from  a  specific  request  of  a 
contracting  officer  (see  §  1-3 .807-5 (c)) 
or  from  audit  action  initiated  independ¬ 
ent  bf  a  contracting  officer’s  request.  The 
contracting  officer  shall  prepare  a  memo¬ 
randum  on  each  audit  report  indicat¬ 
ing  (a)  whether  defective  data  was  sub¬ 
mitted  and  relied  upon  (see  §  1-3.811), 
and  (b)  the  results  of  any  contract  ac¬ 
tion  taken.  A  copy  of  the  memorandum 
shall  be  forwarded  to  the  auditor  issuing 
the  report. 

§  1—3.814  Contract  clauses. 

Where  a  certificate  of  cost  or  pricing 
data  is  required  in  accordance  with 
§  1-3.807-3,  the  applicable  clause  in 
§  1-3.814-1  shall  be  included  in  the  con¬ 
tract,  and  the  appropriate  clauses  in 
§§  1-3.814-2  and  1-3.814-3  shall  be  used 
if  required  by  those'  sections. 

§  1—3.814—1  Price  reduction  for  defec¬ 
tive  cost  or  pricing  data. 

(a)  The  following  clause  shall  be  in¬ 
cluded  in  all  negotiated  contracts  which, 
when  entered  into,  exceed  $100,000  and 
the  price  is  not  based  on  adequate  price 
competition,  established  catalog  or  mar¬ 
ket  prices  of  commercial  items  sold  in 
substantial  quantities  to  the  general  pub¬ 
lic,  or  prices  set  by  law  or  regtilation. 
However,  the  requirement  for  obtaining 
cost  or  pricing  data  need  not  be  applied 
and  the  clause  need  not  be  included 
where,  in  accordance  with  §  1-3.807-3 (b), 

(1)  cost-reimbursement  tyrpe  contracts 
for  construction  or  cost-reimbursement 
t5q>e  contracts  for  basic  research  with 
educational  institutions  are  involved,  or 

(2)  the  requirement  for  cost  or  pricing 
data  has  b^n  waived  by  the  head  of  the 
agency.  In  addition,  the  clause,  with  the 
dollar  amounts  apprppriately  reduced 
with  respect  to  contracts  of  $100,000  or 
less,  shall  be  included  in  other  negotiated 
contracts  for  which  a  certificate  of  cost 
or  pricing  data  is  required,  in  accordance 
with  §  l-3.807-3(c),  in  connection  with 
the  initial  pricing,  of  the  contract. 

Pbice  Reduction  roR  Defective  Cost  or 
Pricing  Data 

(a)  If  the  Contraettng  Officer  determines 
that  any  price,  including  profit  or  fee,  nego¬ 
tiated  in  connection  with  this  contract  or 
any  ooet  reimbursable  under  this  contract 
was  increased  by  any  significant  sums  be¬ 
cause  the  Contractor,  or  any  subcontracts 
pursuant  to  the  clause  of  this  contract  en¬ 
titled  "Subcontractor  Cost  or  Pricing  Data" 
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or  “Subcontractor  Cost  or  Pricing  Data— 
Price  Adjustments,”  or  any  subcontract 
clause  therein  required,  furnished  incom¬ 
plete  or  Inaccurate  cost  or,  pricing  data  or 
data  not  current  as  certified  in  his  Contrac¬ 
tor's  Certificate  of  Current  Cost  or  Pricing 
Data,  then  such  price  or  cost  shail  be  reduced 
accordingly  and  the  contract  shall  be  modi¬ 
fied  in  writing  to  reflect  such  reduction. 

(b)  Failure  to  agree  on  a  reduction  shall 
be  a  dispute  concerning  a  question  of  fact 
within  the  meaning  of  the  “Disputes”  clause 
of  this  contract. 

(Note:  Since  the  contract  is  subject  to 
reduction  under  this  clause  by  reason  of 
defective  cost  or  pricing  data  submitted  In 
coimection  with  certain  subcontracts,  it  is 
expected  that  the  contractor  may  wish  to 
Include  a  clause  in  each  such  subcontract  re¬ 
quiring  the  subcontractor  to  appropriately 
indemnify  the  contractor.  It  is  also  expected 
that  any  subcontractor  subject  to  such  in¬ 
demnification  will  generally  require  substan¬ 
tially  similar  indemnification  for  defective 
cost  or  pricing  data  required  to  be  submitted 
by  his  lower  tier  subcontractors.) 

(b)  The  following  clause  shall  be  in¬ 
cluded  in  all  contracts,  both  formally 
advertised  and  negotiated,  which  when 
entered  into  exceed  $100,000,  other  than 
those  described  in  §  l-3.814-l(a) .  How¬ 
ever,  the  clause  need  not  be  included 
where,  in  accordance  with  §  1-3.807- 
3(b),  the  requirement  for  obtaining  cost 
or  pricing  data  has  been  waived  by  the 
head  of  the  agency.  In  addition,  the 
clause,  with  dollar  amounts  appropriately 
reduced,  shall  be  included  in  contracts 
of  this  type  which  do  not  exceed  $100,000 
where  a  certificate  of  cost  or  pricing  data 
is  required  in  accordance  with  §  1-3.807- 
3(c)  in  connection  with  the  pricing  of 
contract  modifications. 

Price  Reduction  for  Defective  CJost  or 
Pricing  Data — Price  Adjustments 

(a)  This  clause  shall  become  operative 
only  with  respect  to  any  change  or  other 
modification  of  this  contract  which  Involves 
a  price  adjustment  In  excess  of  $100,000 
that  Is  not  based  on  adequate  price  compe¬ 
tition,  established  catalog  or  market  prices 
of  commercial  Items  sold  In  substantial 
quantities  to  the  general  public,  or  prices 
set  by  law  or  regulation.  The  right  to  price 
reduction  under  this  clause  shall  be  limited 
to  such  price  adjustments. 

(b)  If  the  Contracting  Officer  determines 
that  any  price,  including  profit  or  fee, 
negotiated  in  connection  with  any  price 
adjustment  under  this  contract  was  In¬ 
creased  by  any  significant  sums  because  the 
Contractor  or  any  subcontractor,  pursuant 
to  the  clause  of  this  contract  entitled  “Sub¬ 
contractor  Cost  or  Pricing  Data — Price  Ad¬ 
justments”  or  any  subcontract  clause  therein 
required,  furnished  incomplete  or  inaccurate 
cost  or  pricing  data  or  data  not  current 
as  of  the  date  of  execution  of  his  Contrac¬ 
tor’s  Certificate  of  Current  Cost  or  Pric¬ 
ing  Data,  then  such  price  shall  be  reduced 
accordingly  and  the  contract  shall  be  modi¬ 
fied  in  writing  to  reflect  such  reduction. 

(Note:  Since  the  contract  Is  subject  to 
reduction  under  this  clause  by  reason  of 
defective  cost  or  pricing  data  submitted  in 
connection  with  certain  subcontracts.  It  Is 
expected  that  the  contractor  may  wish  to 
include  a  clause  In  each  such  subcontract 
requiring  the  subcontractor  to  appropriately 
indemnify  the  contractor.  It  is  also  expected 
that  any  subcontractor  subject  to  such  In¬ 
demnification  will  generally  require  sub¬ 
stantially  similar  indemnification  for  defec¬ 
tive  cost  or  pricing  data  required  to  be  sub¬ 
mitted  by  his  lower  tier  subcontractors.) 
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(c)  Failure  to  agree  on  a  reduction  shall 
be  a  dispute  concerning  a  question  of  fact 
within  the  meaning  of  the  “Disputes”  clause 
of  this  contract. 

(c)  The  requirement  for  inclusion  of 
the  clauses  in  paragraphs  (a)  and  (b)  of 
this  §  1-3.814-1  in  contracts  with  foreign 
governments  or  agencies  thereof  may  be 
waived  in  exceptional  cases  where  the 
head  of  the  agency  or  his  designee  au¬ 
thorizes  such  waiver  and  states  in  writ¬ 
ing  his  reasons  for  such  determination. 

§1—3.814—2  .4udit  and  records. 

(a)  The  following  clause  shall  be  in¬ 
cluded  only  in  firm  fixed-price  and  fixed- 
price  with  escalation  negotiated  con¬ 
tracts  which  when  entered  into  exceed 
$100,000,  except  (1)  where  the  price 
negotiated  is  based  on  adequate  price 
competition,  established  catalog  or  mar¬ 
ket  prices  of  commercial  items  sold  in 
substantial  quantities  to  the  general 
public,  or  prices  set  by  law  or  regulation, 
or  (2)  where,  in  accordance  with 
§  1-3. 807-3  (b),  the  requirement  for  ob¬ 
taining  cost  or  pricing  data  has  been 
waived  by  the  head  of  the  agency.  In 
addition,  the  clause,  with  appropriate 
reduction  in  the  dollar  amounts  pro¬ 
vided  therein,  shall  be  included  in  con¬ 
tracts  of  this  type  which  do  not  exceed 
$100,000  where  a  certificate  of  cost  or 
pricing  data  is  required  in  accordance 
with  §  1-3.807-3 (c)  in  connection  with 
the  initial  pricing  of  the  contract. 

Audit 

(a)  For  purposes  of  verifying  that  certi¬ 
fied  cost  or  pricing  data  submitted,  in  con¬ 
junction  with  the  negotiation  of  this  contract 
or  any  contract  change  or  other  modification 
Involving  an  amount  in  excess  of  $1(X),000, 
were  accurate,  complete,  and  current,  the 
Contracting  Officer,  or  his  authorized  rep¬ 
resentatives,  shall,  until  the  expiration  of  3 
years  from  the  date  of  final  payment  under 
this  contract,  have  the  right  to  examine 
those  books,  records,  documents,  papers,  and 
other  supporting  data  which  Involve  transac¬ 
tions  related  to  this  contract  or  which  will 
permit  adequate  evaluation  of  the  cost  or 
pricing  data  submitted,  along  with  the  com¬ 
putations  and  projections  used  therein. 

(b)  The  Contractor  agrees  to  insert  this 
clause.  Including  this  paragraph  (b),  in  all 
subcontracts  hereunder  which  when  entered 
into  exceed  $100,000,  unless  the  price  is  based 
on  adequate  price  competition,  established 
catalog  or  market  prices  of  cmnmercial  items 
sold  in  substantial  quantities  to  the  general 
public,  or  prices  set  by  law  or  regulation. 
When  so  Inserted,  changes  shall  be  made  to 
designate  the  higher-tier  subcontractor  at  the 
level  Involved  as  the  contracting  and  certify¬ 
ing  party:  to  add  “of  the  Government  prime 
contract”  after  “Contracting  Officer”:  and  to 
add,  at  the  end  of  (a)  above,  the  words,  “pro¬ 
vided  that,  in  the  case  of  any  contract  change 
or  modification,  such  change  or  modification 
results  from  a  change  or  other  modification 
to  the  Government  prime  contract.”  In  each 
such  excepted  subcontract  hereunder  which 
when  entered  into  exceeds  $100,000,  the  Con¬ 
tractor  shall  insert  the  following  clause. 

Audit — ^Price  Adjustments 

(a)  This  clause  shall  become  operative 
only  with  respect  to  any  change  or  other 
modification  of  this  contract  which  involves 
a  price  adjustment  in  excess  of  $100,000  im- 
less  the  price  adjustment  is  based  on  ade¬ 
quate  price  competition,  established  catalog 
or  market  prices  of  oiHiunerclal  items  sold 
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in  substantial  quantities  to  the  general  pub¬ 
lic,  or  prices  set  by  law  or  regulation:  Pro¬ 
vided,  That  such  change  or  other  modifica¬ 
tion  to  this  contract  results  from  a  change 
or  other  modification  to  the  Government 
prime  contract. 

(b)  For  purposes  of  verifying  that  certified 
cost  or  pricing  data  submitted  in  conjunc¬ 
tion  with  such  a  contract  change  or  modifica¬ 
tion  was  accurate,  complete  and  current,  the 
Contracting  Officer  of  the  Government  prime 
contract,  or  his  authorized  representative, 
shall,  until  the  expiration  of  three  years  from 
the  date  of  final  payment  under  this  con¬ 
tract,  have  the  right  to  examine  those  books, 
records,  documents,  papers,  and  other  sup- 
p>ortlng  data  which  involve  transactions  re¬ 
lated  to  this  contract  or  which  will  permit 
adequate  evaluation  of  the  cost  or  pricing 
data  submitted,  along  with  the  computations 
and  projections  used  therein. 

(c)  The  subcontractor  agrees  to  insert  this 
clause,  including  this  paragraph  (c),  in  all 
subcontracts  hereunder  which  when  entered 
into  exceed  $100,(X)0. 

(b)  The  following  clause  shall  be  in¬ 
cluded  (1)  in  formally  advertised  con¬ 
tracts  which  are  expected  to  exceed 
$100,000  when  entered  into,  and  (2)  in 
firm  fixed-price  or  fixed-price  with 
escalation  negotiated  contracts  which 
when  entered  into  exceed  $100,000  and 
the  price  is  based  on  adequate  price  com¬ 
petition,  established  catalog  or  market 
prices  of  commercial  items  sold  in  sub¬ 
stantial  quantities  to  the  general  public, 
or  prices  set  by  law  or  regulation.  How¬ 
ever,  the  clause  need  not  be  included 
where,  in  accordance  with  §  1-3.807-3 
(b),  the  requirement  for  obtaining  cost 
or  pricing  data  has  been  waived  by  the 
head  of  the  agency.  In  addition,  the 
clause,  with  appropriate  reduction  in  the 
dollar  amounts  provided  therein,  shall  be 
included  in  contracts  of  this  type  which 
do  not  exceed  $100,000  where  a  certifi¬ 
cate  of  cost  or  pricing  data  is  required 
in  accordance  with  §  1-3 .807-3  (c)  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  pricing  of  contract 
modifications.  In  negotiated  contracts, 
delete  from  paragraph  (b)  of  the  clause 
the  words  “the  Comptroller  General  of 
the  United  States.” 

Audit — Price  Adjustments 

(a)  This  clause  shall  become  operative 
only  with  respect  to  any  change  or  other 
modification  of  this  contract  which  Involves 
a  price  adjustment  in  excess  of  $100,000 
unless  the  price  adjustment  Is  based  on 
adequate  price  competition,  established 
catalog  or  market  prices  of  commercial  Items 
sold  in  substantial  quantities  to  the  general 
public,  or  prices  set  by  law  or  regulation. 

(b)  For  purposes  of  verifying  that  certi¬ 
fied  cost  or  pricing  data  submitted  In  con¬ 
junction  with  such  a  contract  change  or 
other  modification  was  accurate,  complete, 
and  current,  the  Contracting  Officer,  the 
Comptroller  General  of  the  United  States, 
or  any  authorized  representatives,  shall,  until 
the  expiration  of  3  years  from  the  date  of 
final  payment  under  this  contract,  have  the 
right  to  examine  those  books,  records,  docu¬ 
ments,  papers,  and  other  supporting  data 
which  Involve  transactions  related  to  this 
contract  or  which  will  permit  adequate 
evaluation  of  the  cost  or  pricing  data  sub¬ 
mitted  along  with  the  computations  and 
projections  used  therein. 

(c)  The  Contractor  agrees  to  Insert  this 
clause.  Including  this  paragraph  (c),  in  all 
subcontracts  hereunder  which  when  entered 
into  exceed  $100,000.  When  so  Inserted. 
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RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


changes  shall  be  made  to  designate  the 
higher-tier  siibcontractor  at  the  level  In¬ 
volved  as  the  contracting  and  certifying 
party;  to  add  “of  the  Government  prime  con¬ 
tract”  after  “Contracting  Offtcer”;  and  to 
add,  at  the  end  of  (a)  above,  the  words, 
“provided  that  the  change  or  other  modifica¬ 
tion  to  the  subcontract  results  from  a 
change  or  other  modification  to  the  Govern¬ 
ment  prime  contract.” 

(c)  The  following  clause  shall  be  in¬ 
cluded  in  any  negotiated  contract  in  ex¬ 
cess  of  $100,000  which  is  not  firm  fixed- 
price  or  fixed-price  with  escalation,  ex¬ 
cept  where,  in  accordance  with  §  1-3.807- 
3(b),  the  submission  of  cost  or  pricing 
data  is  not  required  with  respect  to  (1) 
cost-remibursement  type  contracts  for 
construction  or  cost-reimbursement  type 
contracts  for  basic  research  with  educa¬ 
tional  institutions,  or  (2)  the  require¬ 
ment  for  obtaining  cost  or  pricing  data 
has  been  waived  by  the  head  of  the 
agency  in  accordance  with  I  1-3.807-3 
(b).  The  dollar  amounts  in  the  clause 
shall  be  appropriately  reduced  in  the 
case  of  such  contracts  which  do  not 
exceed  $100,000. 

Audit  and  Records 

(a)  The  Contractor  shall  maintain  books, 
records,  documents,  and  other  evidence  and 
accounting  procedures  and  practices,  suf¬ 
ficient  to  refiect  properly  all  direct  and  In¬ 
direct  costs  of  whatever  nature  claimed  to 
have  been  Incurred  and  anticipated  to  be 
Incurred  for  the  performance  of  this  contract. 
The  foregoing  constitute  "records”  for  the 
purposes  of  this  clause. 

(b)  The  Contractor’s  plants,  or  such  part 
thereof  as  may  be  engaged  In  the  perform¬ 
ance  of  this  contract,  and  his  records  shall 
be  subject  at  all  reasonable  times  to  inspec¬ 
tion  and  audit  by  the  Contracting  Officer  or 
his  authorized  representative.  In  addition, 
for  purposes  of  verifying  that  cost  or  pricing 
data  submitted.  In  conjunction  with  the 
negotiation  of  this  contract  or  any  contract 
change  or  other  modification  involving  an 
amount  in  excess  of  $100,(X)0,  was  accurate, 
ccHnplete,  and  current,  the  Contracting  Of¬ 
ficer,  or  his  authorized  representatives,  shall, 
until  the  expiration  of  the  3  years  from  the 
date  of  final  payment  under  this  contract, 
have  the  right  to  examine  those  books,  rec¬ 
ords,  dociunents,  papers,  and  other  support¬ 
ing  data  which  Involve  transactions  related 
to  this  contract  or  which  will  permit  ade¬ 
quate  evaluation  of  the  cost  or  pricing  data 
submitted,  along  with  the  computations  and 
projections  used  therein. 

(c)  The  Contractor  shall  preserve  and 
make  available  his  records  (1)  until  the  ex¬ 
piration  of  3  years  from  the  date  of  final 
payment  under  this  contract,  and  (2)  for 
such  longer  period.  If  any,  as  Is  required  by 
applicable  statute,  or  by  other  clauses  of 
this  contract,  or  by  (1)  or  (11)  below. 


(I)  If  the  contract  Is  completely  or  par¬ 
tially  terminated,  the  records  relating  to  the 
work  terminated  shall  be  preserved  and  made 
available  for  a  period  of  3  years  from  the 
date  of  any  resulting  final  settlement. 

(II)  Records  which  relate  to  (A)  appeals 
under  the  “Disputes”  clause  of  this  contract, 
or  (B)  litigation  or  the  settlement  of  claims 
arising  out  of  the  performance  of  this  con¬ 
tract,  shall  be  retained  until  such  appeals, 
litigation,  or  claims  have  been  disposed  of. 

(d)  (1)  The  Contractor  shall  Insert  the 
substance  of  this  clause.  Including  the  whole 
of  this  paragraph  (d),  in  each  subcontract 
hereunder  that  Is  not  firm  fixed-price  or 
fixed-price  with  escalation.  When  so  Inserted, 
changes  shall  be  made  to  designate  the  hlgh- 
er-tier  subcontractor  at  the  level  Involved 
In  place  of  the  Contractor:  to  add  “of  the 
Government  prime  contract”  after  “Con¬ 
tracting  Officer”;  and  to  substitute  “the  Gov¬ 
ernment  prime  contract”  in  place  of  “this 
contract”  In  (B)  of  paragraph  (c)  above. 

(2)  The  Contractor  shall  Insert  the  sub¬ 
stance  of  the  following  clause  in  each  firm 
fixed-price  or  fixed-price  with  escalation  sub¬ 
contract  hereunder  which  when  entered  into 
exceeds  $100,000,  except  those  subcontracts 
covered  by  subparagraph  (3)  below: 

AUDIT 

(a)  For  purposes  of  verifying  that  certified 
cost  or  pricing  data  submitted  In  conjunc¬ 
tion  with  the  negotiation  of  this  contract 
or  any  contract  change  or  other  modification 
involving  an  amount  In  excess  of  $100,000 
was  accurate  complete,  and  current,  the 
Contracting  Officer  of  the  Government  prime 
contract,  or  his  authorized  representatives, 
shall,  until  the  expiration  of  three  years 
from  the  date  of  final  payment  under  this 
contract,  have  the  right  to  examine  those 
books,  records,  documents,  papers,  and  other 
supporting  data  which  Involve  transactions 
related  to  this  contract  or  which  will  permit 
adequate  evaluation  of  the  cost  or  pricing 
data  submitted,  along  with  the  computations 
and  projections  used  therein. 

(b)  The  subcontractor  agrees  to  Insert  this 
clause,  including  this  paragraph  (h).  In  all 
subcontracts  hereunder  which  when  entered 
Into  exceed  $100,000  unless  the  price  is  based 
on  adequate  price  competition,  established 
catalog  or  market  prices  of  commercial  Items 
sold  in  substantial  quantities  to  the  general 
public,  or  prices  set  by  law  or  regulation. 

(3)  The  Contractor  shall  insert  the  follow¬ 
ing  clause  In  each  firm  fixed-price  or  fixed- 
price  with  escalation  subcontract  hereunder 
which  when  entered  into  exceeds  $100,000 
where  the  price  Is  based  on  adequate  price 
competition,  established  catalog  or  market 
prices  of  commercial  items  sold  In  substantial 
quantities  to  the  general  public,  or  prices 
set  by  law  or  regulation. 

Audit — ^Price  Adjustments 

(a)  This  clause  shall  become  operative 
only  with  respect  to  any  change  or  other 
modification  of  this  contract,  which  in- 
•  volves  a  price  adjustment  in  excess  of 


$100,(X)0  unless  the  price  adjustment  is  based  5 
on  adequate  price  competition,  established  E 
catalog  or  market  prices  of  commercial  items  K 
sold  in  substantial  quantities  to  the  general  ft 
public,  or  prices  set  by  law  or  regulation:  A 
Provided,  That  such  change  or  other  modlfl.  If 
cation  to  this  contract  must  result  from  a  ■' 
change  or  other  modification  (1)  to  the  1 
Government  prime  contract,  or  (2)  author-  I 
Ized  under  the  provisions  of  the  (^vernment  I 
prime  contract.  I 

(b)  For  purposes  of  verifying  that  any  I 
certified  cost  or  pricing  data  submitted  in 
conjunction  with  a  contract  change  or  other 
modification  was  accurate,  complete,  and 
current,  the  Contracting  Officer  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  prime  contract,  or  his  authorized 
representatives,  shall,  until  the  expiration  ol 
3  years  from  the  date  of  final  payment  under 
this  contract,  have  the  right  to  examine  those 
books,  records,  documents,  papers,  and  other 
supporting  data  which  involve  transactions 
related  to  this  contract  or  which  will  permit 
adequate  evaluation  of  the  cost  or  pricing 
data  submitted,  along  with  the  computations 
and  projections  used  therein. 

(c)  The  subcontractor  agrees  to  Insert  the 
substance  of  this  clause  Including  this  para¬ 
graph  (c)  in  all  subcontracts  hereund^ 
which  when  entered  Into  exceed  $100,(X)0. 

(d)  The  requirement  for  inclusion  of 
the  clauses  in  paragraphs  (a)  and  (b)  of 
this  §  1-3.814-2  may  be  waived  for  con¬ 
tracts  with  foreign  governments  or  agen¬ 
cies  thereof  imder  circumstances  where 
the  requirement  for  the  clauses  in  §§  1- 
3.814-1  and  1-3.814-3  may  be  waived. 

(e)  The  clause  in  §  1-7.101-10  shall  be 
Inserted  in  all  negotiated  fixed-price 
contracts  in  excess  of  $2,500.  Including 
contracts  awarded  under  a  total  set-aside 
(small  business  restricted  advertising,  as 
defined  in  §  1-1.701-9)  or  a  partial  set- 
aside  (see  §§  1-1.706  and  1-1.804),  and  a 
clause  containing  substantially  the  same 
provisions  shall  be  included  in  all  other 
negotiated  contracts  in  excess  of  $2,500. 
In  addition,  the  right  of  the  contracting 
agency  to  inspect  the  plant  and  to  audit 
the  books  and  records  of  any  prime  con¬ 
tractor  or  subcontractor  engaged  in  the 
performance  of  a  cost- type  contract  shall 
be  expressly  reserved  In  any  such 
contract. 

(Sec.  206(c),  63  Stat.  390;  40  UB.C.  486(c)) 

Effective  date.  This  amendment  is  ef¬ 
fective  April  15,  1969,  but  may  be  ob¬ 
served  earlier. 

Dated:  February  20,  1969. 

Lawson  B.  Knott,  Jr., 
Administrator  of  General  Services. 

[FR.  Doc.  69-2346;  FUed,  Feb.  26,  1969; 
8:46  a.m.] 
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Proposed  Rule  Making 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Consumer  and  Marketing  Service 
[  7  CFR  Part  29  1 
TOBACCO  INSPECTION 

Proposed  Revision  of  Maryland 
Standard  Grades 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  U.S. 
Department  of  Agriculture  has  imder 
consideration  a  proposed  revision  of  the 
OCOcial  Standard  Grades  for  Maryland 
Broadleaf  Tobacco,  U.S.  Type  32,  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  authority  contained  in  The 
Tobacco  Inspection  Act  (49  Stat.  731;  7 
U.S.C.  511  et  seq.). 

Statement  of  consideration  leading  to 
the  proposed  revision.  Grade  standards 
for  tobacco  are  issued  under  the  author¬ 
ity  of  The  Tobacco  Inspection  Act  of 
1935  which  provides  for  the  issuance  of 
official  US.  grades  to  designate  different 
levels  of  quality  for  the  \ise  of  producers 
and  buyers.  Official  grading  service  is 
also  provided  under  the  Act  on  both  a 
mandatory  and  permissive  basis.  This 
service  is  rendered  free  of  charge  when 
performed  on  designated  auction  mar¬ 
kets.  When  inspection  is  made  at  the 
request  of  an  owner  or  other  person 
financially  interested,  a  fee  is  charged 
to  cover  the  cost  of  the  service. 

Most  Maryland  tobacco  is  sold  on 
designated  auction  markets.  Unlike  some 
types  of  domestic  tobacco,  Maryland 
Broadleaf  has  undergone  little  change  in 
recent  years.  The  current  standards  have 
been  in  effect  since  April  1959. 

,  The  propKxsed  revision  of  the  Maryland 
standards  provides  a  simplified  system  of 
grades  designed  to  achieve  confoimity 
of  interpretation  and  understandhig 
throughout  the  industry  and  to  facili¬ 
tate  grade  application.  This  system  re¬ 
structures  the  present  96  grades  into  64 
grades  and  broadens  the  quality  range 
for  most  grades  of  the  Seconds,  Bright- 
crop  or  Thin-crop,  and  Dull-crop  or 
Heavy-crop  groups. 

Primarily  the  propnased  concept  would 

(1)  reduce  the  mature  to  mellow  grades 
from  five  to  three  qualities  and  the  un¬ 
ripe  and  immature  grades,  where  appli¬ 
cable,  from  three  to  two  qualities;  and 

(2)  eliminate  the  eight  grades  of  Prim¬ 
ings  or  Ground  Leaves  and  combine 
tobacco  of  this  group  with  corresponding 
qualities  of  the  Seconds  Group.  In  addi¬ 
tion,  a  few  changes  would  be  made  in 
some  definitions  and  rules  to  provide 
clarity  of  presentation  or  to  correspond 
with  the  revised  grade  structure. 

The  proposed  revision  of  the  Mary¬ 
land  standards  has  been  reviewed  and 
discussed  during  several  meetings  with 
supervisory  inspection  personnel.  A  sub¬ 
sequent  meeting  was  held  with  producer. 
State,  extension  service,  and  inspection 


service  representatives.  Open  discussions 
at  the  meetings  and  written  submissions 
following  these  sessions  were  encour¬ 
aged.  All  groups  represented  at  these 
meetings  expressed  verbal  approval  of 
the  proposed  standards  and  recom¬ 
mended  their  acceptance. 

All  persons  who  desire  to  submit  writ¬ 
ten  data,  views,  or  arguments  in  connec- , 
tion  with  the  proposed  revision  should 
file  the  same,  in  duplicate,  with  the  Hear¬ 
ing  Clerk,  U.S.  Department  of  Agricul¬ 
ture,  Room  112,  Administration  Building, 
Washington,  D.C.  20250,  not  later  than 
the  10th  day  after  the  publication  of  this 
notice  in  the  Federal  Register.  All  writ¬ 
ten  submissions  pursuant  to  the  notice 
will  be  made  available  for  public  inspec¬ 
tion  at  the  office  of  the  Hearing  Clerk 
during  official  hours  of  business  (7  C7FR 
1.27(b)  as  amended  at  29  F.R.  7311). 

The  proposed  revision  is  as  follows: 

1.  Subpart  C  of  Part  29  is  revised  by 
deleting  the  heading  “Official  Standard 
Grades  for  Maryland  Broadleaf  Tobacco 
(U.S.  Type  32)  ”  and  §§  29.3251  to  29.3407 
and  substituting  therefor,  immediately 
after  §  29.3182,  the  following: 

OinciAL  Standard  Grades  for  Maryland 
Broadleaf  Tobacco  (UB.  Type  32) 

DEFINITIONS 

Sec. 

29. 3251  Definitions. 

20. 3252  Air-cured. 

29. 3253  Air-dried. 

29. 3254  Body. 

29. 3255  Class. 

29. 3256  Clean. 

29.  3257  Color. 

29.3258  Color  symbols. 

29.3259  Condition. 

29S260  Cured. 

29.3261  Damage. 

29.3262  Dirty. 

29.3263  Elements  of  quality. 

29.3264  Finish. 

29.3265  Foreign  matter. 

29.3266  Form. 

29.3267  Grade. 

29.3268  Grademark. 

29.3269  Green  (G) . 

29.3270  Greenish  or  unripe  (V). 

29.3271  Group. 

29.3272  Injury. 

29.3273  Leaf  scrap. 

29.3274  Leaf  structure. 

29.3275  Length. 

29S276  Lot. 

29.3277  Maryland  Broadleaf,  Type  32. 

29.3278  Maturity. 

29.3279  Nested. 

29.3280  No-G. 

29.3281  Offtype. 

29.3282  Order  (case) . 

29.3283  Package. 

29.3284  Packing. 

29.3285  Quality. 

29.3286  Raw. 

29.3287  Rework. 

29.3288  Semicured. 

29.3289  Side. 

29.3290  Sound. 

29.3291  Special  factor. 

29.3292  Steam-dried. 

29.3293  Stem. 


Sec. 

29.3294  Stemmed. 

29.3295  Strips. 

29.3296  Sweated. 

29.3297  Sweating. 

29.3298  Tobacco. 

29.3299  Tobacco  products. 

29.3300  Type. 

29.3301  Type  32. 

29.3302  Undrled. 

29.3303  Uniformity. 

29.3304  Unsound  (U). 

29.3305  Unstemmed. 

29.3306  Upper  Country.  . 

29.3307  Variegated  (K). 

29.3308  Wet(W). 

29.3309  Width. 

RULES 

29.3331  Rules. 

29.3332  Rule  1. 

29.3333  Rule  2. 

29.3334  Rule  3. 

29.3335  Rule  4. 

29.3336  Rule  5. 

29.3337  R\ile  6. 

29.3338  Rule  7. 

29.3339  Rule  8. 

29.3340  Rule  9. 

29.3341  Ride  10. 

29.3342  Rule  11. 

29.3343  Rule  12. 

29.3344  Rule  13. 

29.3345  Rule  14. 

29.3346  Rule  15. 

29.3347  Rule  16. 

29.3348  Rule  17. 

29.3349  Rule  18. 

29.3350  Rule  19. 

29.3351  Rule  20. 

29.3352  Rule  21. 

29.3353  Rule  22. 

ELEMENTS  OF  QUALTTY 

29.3371  Elements  of  quality  and  degrees  of 
each  element. 

GRADES 

29.3385  Seconds  (X  Group) . 

29.3386  Brlght-crop  or  Thln-crop  (C 

Group) . 

29.3387  Dull-crop  or  Heavy-crop  (B  Group). 

29.3388  Tips  (T  Group). 

29.3389  Nondescript  (N  Group). 

29.3390  Scrap  (S  Group). 

SUMMARY  OF  STANDARD  GRADES 

29.3395  Sununary  of  standard  grades. 

KEY  TO  STANDARD  GRADEMARKS 

29.3401  Key  to  standard  grademarks. 
DEFINITIONS 

§  29.3251  Definitions. 

As  used  in  these  standards,  the  words 
and  phrases  hereinafter  defined  shall 
have  the  indicated  meanings  so  assigned. 

§  29.3252  Air-cured. 

Tobacco  cured  under  natural  atmos¬ 
pheric  conditions.  Artificial  heat  is  some¬ 
times  used  to  control  excess  humidity 
during  the  curing  period  to  prevent 
house-bum  and  baru-bum  in  damp 
weather.  Air-cured  tobacco  should  not 
carry  the  odor  of  smoke  or  fumes  result¬ 
ing  from  the  application  of  artificial 
heat. 
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§  29.3253  Air-dried. 

The  condition  of  unfermented  tobacco 
as  customarily  prepared  for  storage  un¬ 
der  natural  atmospheric  conditions. 

§  29.3254  Body. 

The  thickness  and  density  of  a  leaf 
or  the  weight  per  imlt  of  surface,  (See 
chart,  S  29.3371.) 

§  29.3255  Class. 

A  major  division  of  tobacco  based  on 
characteristics  caused  by  varieties,  soils, 
or  climatic  conditions,  or  by  the  method 
of  cultivation,  harvesting,  or  curing. 

§  29.3256  Qean. 

Tobacco  is  described  as  clean  when  it 
contains  only  a  normal  amount  of  sand 
or  soil  particles.  Leaves  grown  on  the 
lower  portion  of  the  stalk  normally  con¬ 
tain  more  sand  or  dirt  than  those  from 
higher  stalk  positions.  (See  R\ile  4, 

S  29.3335.) 

§  29.3257  Color. 

The  third  factor  of  the  grade  based  on 
relative  hues,  saturations  or  chromas, 
and  color  values  common  to  the  tsrpe. 
Basic  colors  of  Maryland  Broadleaf  to¬ 
bacco  are  red,  yellow,  and  green.  The 
saturation  of  each  color  determines  its 
degree  of  difference  in  vividness  of  hue 
and  is  expressed  as  follows: 

(a)  Tan.  A  light  reddish  yellow  in  hue, 
of  high  saturation  and  medium  brilliance. 

(b)  Cherry  red.  A  yellowish  red  in  hue ; 
a  light  to  medium  brown  color  of  very 
high  saturation  and  medium  brilliance. 

(c)  Red.  A  reddish  red  3rellow  in  hue; 
a  medium  to  dark  reddi^-brown  color  of 
medium  saturation  and  low  brilliance. 

(d)  Brown.  A  reddish  red  yellow  in 
hue;  a  very  dark  shade  of  brown  color 
of  low  saturation  and  low  brilliance. 

(e)  Greenish.  A  greenish  reddish  yel¬ 
low  or  a  greenish  yellowish  red  in  hue. 
(See  definition,  §  29.3270,  and  Rule  17, 

S  29.3348.) 

(f )  Green.  Of  the  color  green,  the  hue 
of  which  is  somewhat  less  than  that  of 
fresh-growing  grass.  (See  definition, 

S  29.3269,  and  Rule  18,  §  29.3349.) 

(g)  Variegated.  Diversified  in  external 
appearance  with  different  colors,  or  an  off 
color.  (See  definition,  §  29.3307,  and  Rule 
16,  §  29.3347.) 

§  29.3258  Color  symbols. 

As  applied  to  Maryland  Broadleaf 
tobacco  color  symbols  are:  L — Tan,  P — 
Cherry  red,  R — ^Red,  D — ^Brown,  V — 
Greenish,  G — Green,  K — ^Variegated. 

§  29.3259  Condition. 

The  state  of  tobacco  which  results  from 
the  method  of  preparation  or  from  the 
degree  of  fermentation.  Words  used  to 
describe  the  condition  of  tobacco  are; 
Undried,  air-dried,  steam-dried,  sweat¬ 
ing,  sweated,  and  aged.  Maryland  Broad¬ 
leaf  is  air-dried  or  steam-dried  for  stor¬ 
age  and  aging. 

§  29.3260  Cured. 

Tobacco  dried  of  its  sap  by  either  nat¬ 
ural  or  artificial  processes. 


§  29.3261  Damage. 

The  effect  of  mold,  must,  rot,  black  rot, 
or  other  fungus  or  bacterial  diseases 
which  attack  tchacco  in  its  cured  state. 
Tobacco  having  the  odor  of  mold,  must, 
or  rot  is  considered  damaged.  (See  Rule 

21.  S  29.3352.) 

§  29.3262  Dirty. 

The  state  of  tobacco  containing  an  ab¬ 
normal  amount  of  dirt  or  sand,  or  to¬ 
bacco  to  which  additional  quantities  of 
dirt  or  sand  have  been  added.  (See  Rule 

22,  §  29.3353.) 

§  29.3263  Elements  of  quality. 

Elements  of  quality  and  the  degrees 
used  in  the  specifications  of  the  Official 
Standard  grades  for  Maryland  Brotul- 
leaf.  Type  32,  are  shown  in  S  29.3371. 
Words  have  b^n  selected  to  describe  the 
degrees  of  each  element. 

§  29.3264  Finish. 

The  refiectance  factor  in  color  percep¬ 
tion.  As  applied  to  tobacco  colors,  it  is 
used  to  describe  the  clearness  or  bright¬ 
ness  of  a  color  or  hue. 

§  29.3265  Foreign  matter. 

Any  extraneous  substance  or  material 
such  as  stalks,  suckers,  straw,  strings, 
rubber  bands,  et  cetera.  Abnormal 
amounts  of  dirt  or  sand  also  are  in¬ 
cluded.  (See  Rule  22,  §  29.3353.) 

§  29.3266  Form. 

The  stage  of  preparation  of  tobacco 
such  as  stemmed  or  unstemmed. 

§  29.3267  Grade. 

A  subdivision  of  a  type  according  to 
group,  quality,  and  color, 

§  29.3268  Crademark. 

A  grademark  normally  consists  of 
three  ssnnbols  which  Indicate  group, 
quality,  and  color.  A  letter  is  used  to 
indicate  group,  a  number  to  indicate 
quality,  and  a  letter  to  Indicate  color.  For 
example,  C2L  means  Bright-crop,  second 
quali^,  and  tan  color. 

§  29.3269  Green  (G). 

A  color  term  applied  to  crude  or  im¬ 
mature  tobacco.  Any  leaf  which  is  crude 
to  the  extent  of  20  percent  or  more  or 
has  a  green  color  affecting  20  percent  or 
more  of  its  surface  may  be  described  as 
green.  (See  Rule  18,  §  29.3349.) 

§  29.3270  Greenish  or  unripe  (V). 

A  color  term  applied  to  relatively  thin 
imripe  tobacco.  Any  leaf  which  has  a 
greenish  tinge  or  a  pale  green  color  af¬ 
fecting  20  percent  or  more  of  its  surface 
may  be  described  as  greenish.  (See  Rule 
17,  §  29.3348.) 

§  29.3271  Group. 

A  division  of  a  type  covering  several 
closely  related  grades  based  on  certain 
characteristics  which  are  related  to  stalk 
position  or  the  general  quality  of  the 
tobacco.  Groups  in  Maryland  Broadleaf, 
T^rpe  32,  are:  Seconds  (X),  Bright-crop 
or  Thln-crop  (C),  DuU-crop  or  Heavy- 
crop  (B),  Tips  (T),  Nondescript  (N), 
and  Scrap  (S). 


§  29.3272  Injury. 

Hurt  or  impairment  from  any  cause 
except  the  fungus  or  bacterial  diseases 
which  attack  tobacco  in  its  cured  state. 

(See  defintion  of  Damage,  §  29.3261; 
chart,  §  29.3371;  and  Rule  15,  §  29.3346.) 

§  29.3273  Leaf  scrap. 

A  byproduct  of  xmstemmed  tobacco. 

Leaf  scrap  results  from  handling  un- 
stemmed  tobacco  and  consists  of  loose 
and  tangled  whole  or  broken  leaves. 

§  29.3274  Leaf  structure. 

The  cell  development  of  a  leaf  as  indi¬ 
cated  by  its  porosity  or  solidity.  (See 
chart,  §  29.3371.) 

§  29.3275  Length. 

The  linear  measurement  of  cured  to¬ 
bacco  leaves  from  the  butt  of  the  midrib 
to  the  extreme  tip.  (See  chart,  §  29.3371.) 

§  29.3276  Lot. 

A  pile,  basket,  bulk,  hack,  burden,  or 
more  than  one  bale,  case,  hog^ead, 
tierce,  package,  or  other  definite  package 
imit. 

§  29.3277  Maryland  Broadleaf,  Type  32. 

That  tsre  of  air-cured  tobacco  also  ' 
known  as  Southern  Maryland  or  Mary¬ 
land  Air-cured  tobacco  produced  pwind- 
pally  in  southern  Maryland. 

§  29.3278  Maturity. 

The  degree  of  ripeness.  (See  chart, 

§  29.3371.)  The  degrees  of  maturity  are; 

(a)  Mellow.  The  highest  degree  of 
maturity  in  Type  32  tobacco.  Tobacco  of 
a  soft,  dry  nature  which  is  fiuffy,  fairly 
tender,  and  having  a  very  open  leaf 
structure  resulting  from  extreme  ripe¬ 
ness.  It  may  contain  a  material  amount 
of  injury  associated  with  overrU>eness. 

(b)  Ripe.  The  degree  of  maturity  un¬ 
der  mellow.  Any  leaf  which  has  reached 
completeness  or  is  thoroughly  ripe,  some¬ 
what  firmer  in  leaf  structure  than  mel¬ 
low  tobacco  but  having  an  open  to  firm 
leaf  structure,  and  may  show  injury 
characteristic  of  ripeness. 

(c)  Mature.  The  intermediate  degree 
of  maturity.  Any  leaf  which  has  at¬ 
tained  full  development  or  completeness 
of  growth.  Tobacco  which  is  just  mature 
but  lacking  in  quality  characteristics  as¬ 
sociated  with  ripe  tobacco.  It  may  have 
a  slight  greenish  color  and  firm  to  close 
leaf  structure. 

(d)  Unripe.  The  degree  of  maturity 
used  to  describe  any  tobacco  which  has 
not  reached  full  development  or  com¬ 
pleteness  of  growth,  or  any  unripe  leal 
which  has  a  pale  green  coIch*  affecting 
20  percent  or  more  of  its  leaf  surface  may 
be  described  as  greenish  or  unripe.  Un¬ 
ripe  tobacco  is  normally  characterized  by 
its  slick  surface  and  close  or  tight  leaf 
structure. 

(e)  Immature.  The  lowest  degree  of 
maturity  which  is  used  to  describe  any 
tobacco  that  is  green  or  undeveloped. 
Any  leaf  which  has  a  green  color  affect¬ 
ing  20  percent  or  more  of  its  leaf  sur¬ 
face  may  be  described  as  green  or  im¬ 
mature. 
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(f)  Crude.  A  subdegree  of  maturity. 
Crude  leaves  are  usually  hard  and  com¬ 
pact  and  may  be  grayish  or  off  colored 
as  a  result  of  extreme  Immaturity.  A 
E^rnilar  condition  may  result  from  sun¬ 
burn  or  sunscald.  Crude  tobacco  may  or 
may  not  be  green  in  color.  Any  leaf 
which  is  crude  to  the  extent  of  20  per¬ 
cent  or  more  of  its  leaf  surface  may  be 
described  as  crude. 

§  29.3279  Nested. 

Any  tobacco  which  has  been  loaded, 
packed,  or  arranged  to  conceal  foreign 
matter  or  tobacco  of  inferior  grade, 
quality,  or  condition.  Nested  includes: 

(a)  Any  lot  of  tobacco  which  contains 
foreign  matter  or  damaged,  injured, 
tangled,  or  other  inferior  tobacco,  any 
of  which  cannot  be  readily  detected  up>on 
inspection  because  of  the  way  the  lot 
is  packed  or  arranged:  (b)  any  lot  of 
tied  tobacco  which  contains  foreign  mat¬ 
ter  in  the  inner  portions  of  the  hands  or 
which  contains  foreign  matter  in  the 
heads  under  the  tie  leaves:  (c)  any  lot 
of  tied  tobacco  in  which  the  leaves  on 
the  outside  of  the  hands  are  placed  or 
arranged  to  conceal  inferior  quality 
leaves  on  the  inside  of  the  hands  or 
which  contains  wet  tobacco  or  tobapco 
of  lower  quality  in  the  heads  imder  the 
tie  leaves:  (d)  any  lot  of  tobacco  which 
consists  of  distinctly  different  grades, 
qualities,  or  conditions  and  which  is 
stacked  or  arranged  in  layers  with  the 
same  kinds  together  so  that  the  tobacco 
In  the  lower  layer  or  layers  is  distinctly 
inferior  in  grade,  quality,  or  condition 
from  the  tobacco  in  the  top  or  upper 
layers.  (See  Rvde  22,  §  29.3353.) 

§  29.3280  No-G. 

A  designation  applied  to  a  lot  of 
tobacco  classified  as  rework,  nested,  off- 
type,  semicured:  tobacco  that  is  damaged 
20  percent  or  more,  abnormally  dirty,  or 
extremely  wet  or  watered:  or  tobacco 
that  contains  foreign  matter  or  has  an 
odor  foreign  to  the  type.  (See  Rule  22, 

5  29.3353.) 

§  29.3281  Offlypc. 

Tobacco  of  distinctly  different  charac¬ 
teristics  which  cannot  be  classified  as 
Maryland  Broadleaf,  Type  32.  Upper 
Country  tobacco.  Type  32b,  is  not  con¬ 
sidered  offtype.  (See  definitions  of  No-G, 

§  29.3280:  Upper  Country,  §  29.3306:  and 
Rule  22,  §  29.3353.) 

§  29.3282  Order  (case). 

The  state  of  tobacco  with  respect  to 
its  moisture  content. 

§  29.3283  Package. 

A  hogshead,  tierce,  case,  bale,  or  other 
securely  enclosed  parcel  or  bundle. 

§  29.3284  Packing. 

A  lot  of  tobacco  consisting  of  a  nixm- 
ber  of  packages  submitted  as  one  def¬ 
inite  unit  for  sampling  or  inspection. 
_  It  is  represented  to  contain  the  same  kind 
of  tobacco  and  has  a  common  identifica¬ 
tion  number  or  mark  on  each  package. 
§  29.3285  Quality. 

A  division  of  a  group  or  the  second 
factor  of  a  grade,  based  upon  the  rela¬ 


tive  degree  of  one  or  more  elements  of 
quality  in  tobacco. 

§  29.3286  Raw. 

Freshly  harvested  tobacco  or  tobacco 
as  it  appears  between  the  time  of  har¬ 
vesting  and  the  beginning  of  the  curing 
process. 

§  29.3287  Rework. 

Any  lot  of  tobacco  which  needs  to  be 
resorted  or  otherwise  reworked  to  pre¬ 
pare  it  properly  for  market  in  the  man¬ 
ner  which  is  customary  in  the  tsrpe  area, 
including:  (a)  Tobacco  which  is  so  mixed 
that  it  cannot  be  classified  properly  in 
any  grade  of  the  type,  because  the  lot 
contains  a  substantial  quantity  of  two 
or  more  distinctly  different  grades  which 
should  be  separated  by  sorting:  (b)  to¬ 
bacco  which  contains  an  abnormally 
large  quantity  of  foreign  matter  or  an 
\musual  number  of  muddy  or  extremely 
dirty  leaves  which  should  be  removed: 
and  (c)  tobacco  not  tied  in  hands,  not 
packed  straight,  not  properly  tied,  or 
otherwise  not  properly  prepared  for  mar¬ 
ket.  (See  definition  of  No-G,  §  29.3280: 
andRule22,§  29.3353.) 

§  29.3288  Semicured. 

Tobacco  in  the  process  of  being  cured 
or  which  is  partially  |3ut  not  thoroughly 
cured.  Semicured  includes  tobacco  which 
contains  fat  stems,  wet  butts,  swelled 
stems,  frozen  tobacco,  and  tobacco  hav¬ 
ing  frozen  stems  or  stems  that  have  not 
been  thoroughly  dried  in  the  curing  proc¬ 
ess.  (See  Rule  22,  §  29.3353.) 

§  29.3289  Side. 

A  certain  phase  of  quality,  color,  oi 
length  as  contrasted  with  some  other 
phase  of  quality,  color,  or  length:  or  any 
peculiar  characteristic  of  tobacco. 

§  29.3290  Sound. 

Free  of  damage. 

§  29.3291  Special  factor. 

A  ssnnbol  or  teim  authorized  to  be 
used  with  specified  grades.  Tobacco  to 
which  a  special  factor  is  applied  may 
meet  the  general  specifications  but  has  a 
peculiar  side  or  characteristic  which 
tends  to  modify  the  grade.  (See  Rules  10, 
§  29.3341:  20,  §  29.3351:  21,  §  29.3352.) 

§  29.3292  Steam-dried. 

The  condition  of  unfermented  tobacco 
as  customarily  prepared  for  storage  by 
means  of  a  redrying  machine  or  other 
steam-conditioning  equipment. 

§  29.3293  Stem. 

The  midrib  or  large  central  vein  of  a 
tobacco  leaf. 

§  29.3294  Stemmed. 

A  form  of  tobacco,  including  strips  and 
strip  scrap,  from  which  the  stems  or 
midribs  have  been  removed. 

§  29.3295  Strips. 

The  sides  of  a  tobacco  leaf  from  which 
the  stem  has  been  removed,  or  a  lot  of 
tobacco  composed  of  strips. 

§  29.3296  Sweated. 

The  condition  of  tobacco  which  has 
passed  through  one  or  more  fermenta¬ 


tions  natmtil  to  tobacco  packed  with  a 
normal  percentage  of  moisture.  This  con¬ 
dition  is  sometimes  described  as  aged. 

§  29.3297  Sweating. 

The  condition  of  tobacco  in  the  process 
of  fermentation. 

§  29.3298  Tobacco. 

Tobacco  as  it  appears  between  the  time 
it  is  cured  and  stripped  from  the  stalk, 
or  primed  and  cured,  and  the  time  it  en¬ 
ters  into  the  different  manufacturing 
processes.  The  acts  of  stemming,  sweat¬ 
ing,  and  conditioning  are  not  regarded 
as  manufacturing  processes.  Tobacco,  as 
used  in  these  standards,  does  not  include 
manufactured  or  semimanufactured 
products,  stems,  cuttings,  clippings,  sift¬ 
ings,  or  dust. 

§  29.3299  Tobacco  products. 

Manufactured  tobacco,  including 
cigarettes,  cigars,  smoking  tobacco, 
chewing  tobacco,  and  snuff,  which  is 
subject  to  Internal  Revenue  tax. 

§  29.3300  Type. 

A  division  of  a  class  of  tobacco  having 
certain  common  characteristics  and 
closely  related  grades.  Tobacco  which 
has  the  same  characteristics  and  cor¬ 
responding  qualities,  colors,  and  lengths 
is  classified  as  one  type,  regardless  of  any 
factors  of  historical  or  geographical 
nature  which  cannot  be  determined  by 
an  examination  of  the  tobacco. 

§  29.3301  Type  32. 

That  type  of  air-cured  tobacco  com¬ 
monly  known  as  Southern  Maryland 
tobacco,  or  Maryland  Air-cured  and 
produced  principwilly  in  southern  Mary¬ 
land. 

§  29.3302  Undried. 

The  condition  of  unfermented  tobacco 
which  has  not  been  air-dried  or  steam- 
dried. 

§  29.3303  Uniformity. 

An  element  of  quality  which  describes 
the  consistency  of  a  lot  of  tobacco  as  it 
is  prepared  for  market.  Uniformity  is  ex¬ 
pressed  as  percentages  in  the  grade 
specifications.  (See  chart,  §  29.33-71:  and 
Rule  14,  §  29.3345.) 

§  29.3304  Unsound  (U). 

Damaged  under  20  percent.  (See  Rule 
21,  §  29.3352.) 

§  29.3305  Unstemmed. 

A  form  of  tobacco,  including  whole  leaf 
and  leaf  scrap,  from  which  the  stems  or 
midribs  have  not  been  removed. 

§  29.3306  Upper  (Country. 

Burley  strains  and  tobacco  known  as 
“Upper  Coimtry,”  which  do  not  have  the 
characteristics  of  varieties  commonly 
grown  in  southern  Maryland,  are 
classified  as  Tsrpe  32b. 

§  29.3307  Variegated  (K). 

Any  leaf  of  which  20  percent  or  more 
of  its  surface  is  pale  grarish  yellow,  gray, 
mottled,  bleached,  or  stained  and  does 
not  blend  with  the  normal  colors  of  the 
type  or  group  and  is  characterized  by  a 
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lower  degree  of  leaf  structure  and  matu¬ 
rity  Uian  tobacco  of  corresponding  group 
and  quality  in  the  normal  colors.  (See 
Rule  16.  §  29.3347.) 

§  29.3308  Wet  (W). 

Any  soimd  tobacco  containing  exces¬ 
sive  moisture  to  the  extent  that  it  is  in 
unsafe  or  doubtfiil-keeping  order.  Wet 
applies  to  any  tobacco  which  is  not 
damaged  but  which  is  likely  to  damage  if 
treated  in  the  customary  manner.  (See 
Rule  20,  S  29.3351.) 

§  29.3309  Width. 

The  relative  breadth  of  a  tobacco  leaf 
expressed  in  relation  to  its  length.  (See 
chart,  §  29.3371.) 

RULES 

§  29.3331  Rules. 

The  application  of  these  official  stand¬ 
ard  grades  shall  be  in  accordance  with 
the  following  rules. 

§  29.3332  Rule  1. 

Each  grade  shall  be  treated  as  a  sub¬ 
division  of  a  particular  type.  When  the 
grade  is  stated  in  an  inspection  certifi¬ 
cate,  the  type  also  shall  be  stated. 

§  29.3333  Rule  2. 

The  determination  of  grade  shall  be 
based  upon  a  thorough  examination  of  a 
lot  of  tobacco  or  of  an  official  sample  of 
the  lot. 

§  29.3334  Rule  3. 

In  drawing  an  official  sample  from  a 
hogshead  or  other  package  of  tobacco, 
three  or  more  breaks  shall  be  made  at 
such  points  and  in  such  manner  as  the 
inspector  or  sampler  may  find  necessary 
to  determine  the  kinds  of  tobacco  and 
the  percentage  of  each  kind  contained 
in  the  lot.  One  break  shall  be  made  not 
more  than  12  inches  from  the  top  of  the 
package  and  one  not  more  than  12  inches 
from  the  bottom.  All  breaks  shall  be 
made  so  that  the  tobacco  contained  in 
the  center  of  the  package  is  visible  to 
the  sampler.  Tobacco  shall  be  drawn  from 
at  least  three  breaks  from  which  a  rep¬ 
resentative  sample  of  not  less  than  six 
hands  shall  be  selected.  The  sample  shall 
include  tobacco  of  each  different  group, 
quality,  color,  length,  and  kind  found  in 
the  lot  in  proportion  to  the  quantities  of 
each  contained  in  the  lot. 

§  29.3335  Rule  4. 

All  standard  grades  must  be  clean. 

§  29.3336  Rule  5. 

The  grade  assigned  to  any  lot  of 
tobacco  shall  be  a  true  representation  of 
the  tobacco  at  the  time  of  inspection  and 
certification.  If,  at  any  time,  it  is  found 
that  a  lot  of  tobacco  does  not  comply 
with  the  specifications  of  the  grade 
previously  assigned,  it  shall  not  there¬ 
after  be  represented  as  such  grade. 

§  29.3337  Rule  6, 

A  lot  of  tobacco  on  the  marginal  line 
between  two  colors  shall  be  placed  in  the 
color  with  which  it  best  corresponds  with 


respect  to  body  or  other  ass(x:iated  ele¬ 
ments  of  quality. 

§  29.3338  Rule  7. 

Any  lot  of  tobacco  which  meets  the 
specifications  of  two  grades  shall  be 
placed  in  the  higher  grade.  Any  lot  of 
tobacco  on  the  marginal  line  between 
two  grades  shall  be  placed  in  the  lower 
grade. 

§  29.3339  Rule  8. 

A  lot  of  tobacco  meets  the  specifications 
of  a  grade  when  it  is  not  lower  in  any 
degree  of  any  element  of  quality  than 
the  minimum  specifications  of  such 
grade. 

§  29.3340  Rule  9. 

In  determining  the  grade  of  a  lot  of 
tobacco,  the  lot  as  a  whole  shall  be  con¬ 
sidered.  Minor  irregularities  which  do  not 
affect  over  1  percent  of  the  tobacco  shall 
be  overlooked. 

§  29.3341  Rule  10. 

Any  special  factor  symbol  approved  by 
the  Director  of  the  Tobacco  Division, 
Consmner  and  Marketing  Service,  may  be 
used  after  a  grademark  to  show  a  pecu¬ 
liar  side  or  characteristic  of  the  tobacco 
which  tends  to  modify  the  grade. 

§  29.3342  Rule  11. 

Interpretations,  the  use  of  specifica¬ 
tions,  and  the  meaning  of  terms  shall 
be  in  accordance  with  determinations  or 
clarifications  made  by  the  Chief  of  the 
Standards  and  Testing  Branch  and  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  Director. 

§  29.3343  Rule  12. 

The  use  of  any  grade  may  be  restricted 
by  the  Director  during  any  marketing 
season,  when  it  is  found  that  the  grade 
is  not  needed  or  appears  in  Insufficient 
volume  to  justify  its  use. 

§  29.3344  Rule  13. 

■  Any  lot  of  Dull-crop  or  Heavy-crop  to¬ 
bacco  or  any  lot  of  tobacco  having  the 
general  characteristics  of  Dull-crop  or 
Heavy-crop  in  which  25  percent  or  more 
of  its  leaves  are  under  16  inches  in  length 
shall  be  designated  as  Tip  group  (T). 

§  29.3345  Rule  14. 

Degrees  of  uniformity  shall  be  ex¬ 
pressed  in  terms  of  percentages.  The  per¬ 
centages  shall  govern  the  portion  of  a  lot 
which  must  meet  the  specifications  of 
the  grade.  (These  percentages  shall  not 
affect  limitations  established  by  other 
rules.)  The  minor  portion  must  be  of  a 
closely  related  group,  quality,  and  color. 

§  29.3346  Rule  15. 

The  application  of  injury  tolerance  as 
an  element  of  quality  shall  be  expressed 
in  terms  of  percentages.  The  appraisal  of 
injury  shall  be  based  upon  the  percent¬ 
age  of  affected  leaf  surface  or  the  per¬ 
cent  a  lot  contains.  In  appraising  injury 
only  detrimental  injury  such  as  portions 
decomposed  by  field  diseases,  field-firing, 
pole-burning,  bam-buming,  or  wasted 
portions  shall  be  consider^.  Physical 
characteristics  associated  with  normal 
ripeness  shall  not  be  construed  as  detri¬ 


mental  Injury  and  shall  be  overlooked  in 
quality  determination. 

§  29.3347  Rule  16. 

Variegated  tobacco  may  be  included 
in  any  group  as  follows:  In  the  second 
quality,  10  percent;  and  in  the  thhd 
quality  up  to  20  percent.  Any  lot  of  to¬ 
bacco  containing  20  percent  or  more  of 
variegated  leaves  that  are  lower  in  ma¬ 
turity  and  tighter  in  leaf  structure  than 
tobaccos  of  normal  colors  for  the  group 
shall  be  described  as  “variegated”  and 
designated  by  the  color  symbol  “K.” 

§  29.3348  Rule  17. 

Any  lot  of  unripe  tobacco,  any  lot  d 
tobacco  containing  20  percent  or  more  of 
greenish  leaves,  or  any  lot  which  contains 
20  percent  of  greenish  and  green  leaves 
combined  shall  be  designated  by  the  color 
symbol  “V.” 

§  29.3349  Rule  18. 

Any  lot  of  tobacco  containing  20  per¬ 
cent  or  more  of  immature  or  green 
leaves,  or  any  lot  which  is  not  crude  but 
contains  20  percent  or  more  of  green  and 
crude  combined  shall  be  designated  by 
the  color  symbol  “G.” 

§  29.3350  Rule  19. 

Crude  leaves  shall  not  be  included  in 
any  grade  of  any  color  except  green.  Any 
lot  containing  20  percent  or  more  of 
crude  leaves  shall  be  designated 
Nondescript. 

§  29.3351  Rule  20. 

Sound  tobacco  that  is  wet  or  in  doubt¬ 
ful-keeping  order  but  which  otherwise 
meets  the  specifications  of  a  grade  shall 
be  treated  as  a  special  factor  grade  by 
placing  the  special  factor  “W”  after  the 
grademark.  This  special  factor  does  not 
apply  to  tobacco  designated  “No-G.” 

§  29.3352  Rule  21. 

Tobacco  damaged  under  20  percent 
but  which  otherwise  meets  the  specifica¬ 
tions  of  a  grade  shall  be  treated  as  a 
special  factor  grade  by  placing  the  spe¬ 
cial  factor  “U”  after  the  grademark. 
Tobacco  damaged  20  percent  or  more 
shall  be  designated  “No-G.” 

§  29.3353  Rule  22. 

Tobacco  shall  be  identified  by  the 
grademark  “No-G”  when  it  is  dirty, 
nested,  offtype,  semicured,  damaged  20 
percent  or  more,  extremely  wet  or 
watered,  or  needs  to  be  reworked,  con¬ 
tains  foreign  matter,  or  has  an  odor 
foreign  to  the  type. 

ELEMENTS  OF  QUAUTY 

§  29.3371  Elements  of  quality  and  de¬ 
grees  of  each  element. 

These  standardized  words  or  terms  are 
used  to  describe  tobacco  quality  and  to 
assist  in  interpreting  grade  specifica¬ 
tions.  .Tobacco  attributes  or  character¬ 
istics  which  constitute  quality  are 
designated  as  elements  of  quality.  The 
range  within  each  element  is  expressed 
by  the  use  of  words  or  terms  designated 
as  degrees.  These  several  degrees  are 
arranged  to  show  their  relative  value. 
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Elemoits 


Degrees 


Body . 

Maturity . 

Leaf  structure.. 

Width . 

Length . 

Cnlformity . 

Injury  tolerance. 


Tlssuey . Thin . Medium . Fleshy . Heavy. 

Mellow _  Ripe . .  Mature _  Unripe _ Immature. 

Porous . Open. .  Firm . Close . Tight. 

. Spready . Normal . Narrow . 

Expressed  In  Inches  when  applicable. 

Expressed  In  percentages. 

Expressed  in  percentages. 


U^. 

grades  Grade  names  and  specifications 

C30  Low  Quality  Green  Brlgbt-crop 

Medium  body.  Immature,  close, 
narrow,  60  percent  uniformity,  and 
40  percent  Injury  tolerance. 

§  29.3387  Dull-crop  or  Heavy-crop  (B 
Group). 


GRADES 

§  29.3385  Seconds  (X  Group). 

This  group  consists  of  relatively  thin 
leaves  which  show  material  injury  char¬ 
acteristic  of  leaves  grown  near  the 
ground  or  below  the  midpoint  of  the 
stalk.  Cured  Seconds  normally  have  a 
flat,  open  face  and  are  wider  in  relation 
to  their  length  than  leaves  from  a  higher 
stalk  position. 
vs. 

grades  Grade  names  and  specifications 
XIL  Choice  Quality  Tan  Seconds 

Tlssuey,  mellow,  porous,  90  percent 
uniformity,  and  10  percent  Injury 
tolerance. 

X2L  Good  Quality  Tan  Seconds 

Thin,  ripe,  open,  76  percent  uni¬ 
formity,  and  25  percent  Injury  toler¬ 
ance. 

X3L  Low  Quality  Tan  Seconds 

Thin,  mature,  open,  60  percent  uni¬ 
formity,  and  40  percent  Injury  toler¬ 
ance. 

XlP  Choice  Quality  Cherry-red  Seconds 

Tlssuey,  mellow,  porous,  90  percent 
uniformity,  and  10  percent  Injury 
tolerance. 

X2P  Good  Quality  Cherry-red  Seconds 

Thin,  ripe,  open,  75  percent  uniform¬ 
ity,  and  25  percent  Injury  tolerance. 

X3P  Low  Quality  Cherry-red  Seconds 

Thin,  mature,  open,  60  percent  uni¬ 
formity,  and  40  percent  injury  tol¬ 
erance. 

X2R  Good  Quality  Red  Seconds  C2R 

Thin,  ripe,  open,  75  percent  uni¬ 
formity,  and  25  percent  injury  tol¬ 
erance. 

X3R  Low  Quality  Red  Seconds 

Thin,  mature,  open,  60  percent  uni-  C3R 
formlty,  and  40  percent  Injury  tol¬ 
erance. 

X2V  Good  Quality  Greenish  Seconds 

Thin,  unripe,  open,  75  percent  uni-  C2D 
formlty,  and  25  percent  Injury  tol¬ 
erance. 

X3V  Low  Quality  Greenish  Seconds 

Thin,  unripe,  open,  60  percent  uni¬ 
formity,  and  40  percent  Injury  tol-  C3D 
erance. 

X2K  Good  Quality  Variegated  Seconds 

Medium  body,  unripe,  firm,  75  per- 
cent  uniformity,  and  25  percent  In- 
jury  tolerance. 

X3K  Low  Quality  Variegated  Seconds 

Medium  body,  unripe,  close,  60  per¬ 
cent  uniformity,  and  40  percent  Injiur 
tolerance.  \ 

X2G  Good  Quality  Green  Seconds 

Medium  body,  immature,  firm,  75 
percent  uniformity,  and  25  percent 
Injury  tolerance. 

X3Q  Low  Quality  Green  Seconds 

Medium  body.  Immature,  close,  60 
percent  uniformity,  and  40  percent 
Injury  tolerance.  C3K 

I  29.3386  Bright-crop  or  Thin-crop  (C 
Group). 

This  group  consists  of  leaves  usually  C2Q 
grown  at  the  midpoint  of  the  stalk.  Cured 
leaves  from  this  stalk  position  roll  or  curl 
and  tend  to  conceal  the  stem  or  midrib. 


These  leaves  are  of  relatively  thin  body 
compared  with  the  average  body  of  the 
type.  They  are  spready  in  relation  to 
their  length  and  have  an  oblate  tip.  Little 
ground  injury  is  found  in  leaves  of  this 
group.  Bright-crop  or  Thin-crop  •  may 
also  be  described  as  first-bright,  first- 
crop,  or  crop. 
u.s. 

grades  Grade  names  and  specifications 
CIL  Choice  Quality  Tan  Bright-crop 

Thin,  ripe,  open,  spready,*  over  18 
inches  In  length,  90  percent  uniform¬ 
ity,  and  10  percent  Injury  tolerance. 

C2L  Good  QuaUty  Tan  Bright-crop 

Thin,  ripe,  open,  normal  width,  over 
16  inches  In  length,  75  percent  uni¬ 
formity,  and  25  percent  injury 
tolerance. 

C3L  Low  Quality  Tan  Bright-crop 

Thin,  mature,  firm,  narrow,  60  per¬ 
cent  uniformity,  and  40  percent  injury 
tolerance. 

CIF  Choice  Quality  Cherry-red  Bright-crop 
Thin,  ripe,  open,  spready,  over  18 
inches  In  length,  90  percent  uniform¬ 
ity,  and  10  percent  injury  tolerance. 

C2F  Good  Quality  Cherry-red  Bright-crop 
Thin,  ripe,  open,  normal  width,  over 
16  inches  in  length,  76  percent  uni¬ 
formity,  and  25  percent  injury 
tolerance. 

C3F  Low  Quality  Cherry-red  Bright-crop 

Thin,  mature,  firm,  narrow,  60  per¬ 
cent  uniformity,  and  40  percent  injury 
tolerance. 

Good  Quality  Red  Bright-crop 
Thin,  ripe,  open,  normal  width,  over 
16  Inches  in  length,  76  percent  uni¬ 
formity,  and  26  percent  Injury 
tolerance. 

Low  Quality  Red  Bright-crop 
Medium  body,  mature,  firm,  narrow, 
60  percent  imlformlty,  and  40  percent 
Injury  tolerance. 

Good  Quality  Brown- crop 
Thin,  ripe,  open,  normal  width,  over 
16  Inches  in  length,  75  percent  iml¬ 
formlty,  and  25  percent  Injury 
tolerance. 

Low  Quality  Brown  Bright-crop 
Medium  body,  mature,  firm,  narrow, 
60  percent  uniformity,  and  40  percent 
injury  tolerance. 

Good  Quality  Greenish  Bright-crop 
Thin,  unripe,  open,  normal  width, 
over  16  Inches  in  length,  75  percent 
uniformity,  and  25  percent  Injury 
tolerance. 

Low  Quality  Greenish  Bright-crop 
Medium  body,  unripe,  firm,  narrow, 
60  percent  uniformity,  and  40  percent 
Injury  tolerance. 

Good  Quality  Variegated  Bright-crop 
Medium  body,  urulpe,  firm,  normal 
width,  over  16  inches  in  length,  76 
percent  uniformity,  and  25  percent 
Injury  tolerance. 

Low  Quality  Variegated  Bright-crop 
Medium  body,  unripe,  close,  narrow, 
60  percent  uniformity,  and  40  percent 
injury  tolerance. 

Good  Quality  Green  Bright-crop 
Medium  body,  inunature,  firm,  nor¬ 
mal  width,  over  16  Inches  in  length, 
75  percent  uniformity,  and  25  percent 
Injury  tolerance. 


This  group  consists  of  leaves  usually 
grown  above  the  midpoint  of  the  stalk. 
Cured  leaves  from  the  upper  stalk  tend 
to  fold  face  in  and  expose  the  stem  or 
midrib.  Upper  stalk  tobacco  is  of  rela¬ 
tively  heavy  oody  compared  with  the 
average  body  of  the  tjrpe.  Upper  stalk 
leaves  are  narrow  in  relation  to  their 
length  and  have  a  pointed  tip.  Dull- 
crop  or  Heavy-crop  may  also  be  de¬ 
scribed  as  second-bright,  dull,  or  semi¬ 
crop. 

U.S. 

grades  Grade  names  and  specifications 

BIF  Choice  Quality  Cherry-red  D\fil.-crop 
Medium  body,  ripe,  open,  normal 
width,  over  18  Inches  in  length,  90 
percent  uniformity,  and  10  percent 
Injury  tolerance. 

B2F  Good  Quality  Cherry-red  Dull-crop 
Fleshy,  mattire,  firm,  normal  width, 
over  16  inches  In  length,  75  percent 
uniformity,  and  25  percent  Injury  tol¬ 
erance. 

B3P  Low  Quality  Cherry-red  Dull-crop 

Fleshy,  mature,  close,  narrow,  over 
16  inches  in  length,  60  percent  uni¬ 
formity,  and  40  percent  Injury  tol¬ 
erance. 

BIR  Choice  Qtiallty  Red  Dull-crop 

Fleshy,  ripe,  firm,  normal  width, 
over  18  Inches  in  length,  90  percent 
uniformity,  and  10  percent  Injury  tol¬ 
erance. 

B2R  Good  Quality  Red  Dull-crop 

Heavy,  mature,  close,  normal  width, 
over  16  inches  in  length,  76  percent 
uniformity,  and  25  percent  injury 
tolerance. 

B3R  Low  Quality  Red  Dull-crop 

Heavy,  mature,  tight,  narrow,  over 
16  Inches  in  length,  60  percent  iml¬ 
formlty,  and  40  percent  injury  toler¬ 
ance. 

B2D  Good  Quality  Brown  Dull-crop 

Heavy,  mature,  close,  normal  width, 
over  16  Inches  in  length,  75  percent 
uniformity,  and  25  percent  Injury 
tolerance. 

B3D  Low  Quality  Brown  DuU-crop 

Heavy,  mature,  tight,  narrow,  over 
16  Inches  in  length,  60  percent  uni¬ 
formity,  and  40  percent  Injury  tol¬ 
erance. 

B2V  Good  Quality  Greenish  Dull-crop 

Medium  body,  unripe,  firm,  normal 
width,  over  16  Inches  in  length,  75  per¬ 
cent  uniformity,  and  25  percent  injury 
tolerance. 

B3V  Low  Quality  Greenish  Dull-crop 

Fleshy,  \uirlpe,  close,  narrow,  over 
16  Inches  in  length,  60  percent  uni¬ 
formity,  and  40  percent  Injury  tol¬ 
erance. 

B2K  Good  Quality  Variegated  Dull-crop 

Fleshy,  tmrlpe,  close,  normal  width, 
over  16  inches  in  length,  76  percent 
uniformity,  and  25  percent  Injury 
tolerance. 

B3K  Low  Quality  Variegated  Dull-crop 

Heavy,  luirlpe,  tight,  narrow,  over 
16  inches  in  length,  60  percent  uni¬ 
formity,  and  40  percent  injury  tol¬ 
erance. 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  34,  NO.  39— THURSDAY,  FEBRUARY  27,  1969 


2672 

U.S. 

grades  Grade  names  and  specifications 
B2G  Giood  Quality  Green  Dull-crop 

Fleshy,  Immatru’e,  close,  normal 
width,  over  16  Inches  In  length,  75 
percent  uniformity,  and  25  percent 
injury  tolerance. 

B3G  Low  Quality  Green  Dull-crop 

Heavy,  immature,  tight,  narrow, 
over  16  inches  in  length,  60  percent 
uniformity,  and  40  percent  injury 
tolerance. 

§29.3388  Tips  (T Group). 

This  group  consists  of  leaves  usually 
grown  at  the  top  of  the  stalk.  These  rela¬ 
tively  narrow  and  sharp-pointed  leaves 
have  the  general  characteristics  of  Dull- 
crop  or  upper  stalk  tobacco.  A  slightly 
lower  degree  of  maturity  and  leaf  struc¬ 
ture  is  usually  associated  with  the  nor¬ 
mal  state  of  underdevelopment  in  Tips. 
Slightly  heavier  body  re.sults  from  a  com¬ 
bination  of  substance  and  lower  porosity. 

V.S. 

grades  Grade  names  and  specifications 
TIP  Choice  Quality  Cherry-red  Tips 

Medium  body,  ripe,  open,  normal 
width,  25  percent  or  more  16  Inches  or 
under  in  length,  90  percent  uniformity, 
and  10  percent  injury  tolerance. 

T2F  Choice  Quality  Cherry-red  Tips 

Fleshy,  mature,  firm,  normal  width, 
25  percent  or  more  16  Inches  or  under 
in  length,  75  percent  uniformity,  and 
25  percent  injury  tolerance. 

T3P  Low  Quality  Cherry-red  Tips 

Fleshy,  mature,  firm,  narrow,  25  per¬ 
cent  or  more  16  inches  or  under  in 
length,  60  percent  uniformity,  and  40 
percent  injury  tolerance. 

TIR  Choice  Quality  Red  Tips 

Fleshy,  ripe,  firm,  normal  width,  25 
percent  or  more  16  Inches  or  under 
in  length,  90  percent  uniformity,  and 
10  percent  iujury  tolerance. 

T2R  Good  Qui.llty  Red  Tips 

Heavy,  mature,  close,  normal  width, 
25  percent  or  more  16  inches  or  under 
in  length,  75  percent  uniformity,  and 
25  percent  injury  tolerance. 

T3R  Low  Quality  Red  Tips 

Heavy,  mature,  tight,  narrow,  25  per¬ 
cent  or  more  16  inches  or  under  in 
length,  60  percent  uniformity,  and  40 
percent  injury  tolerance. 

T2D  Good  Quality  Brown  Tips 

Heavy,  mature,  close,  normal  width, 
25  percent  or  more  16  Inches,  or  rmder 
in  length,  75  percent  uniformity,  and 
25  percent  injury  tolerance. 

T3D  Low  Quality  Brown  Tips 

Heavy,  mature,  tight,  narrow,  25  per¬ 
cent  or  more  16  inches  or  under  in 
length,  60  percent  uniformity,  and  40 
percent  injury  tolerance. 

T2V  Good  Quality  Greenish  Tips 

Fleshy,  unripe,  firm,  normal  width, 
25  percent  or  more  16  inches  or  under 
in  length,  75  percent  uniformity,  and 
25  percent  injury  tolerance. 

T3V  Low  Quality  Greenish  Tips 

Fleshy,  unripe,  close,  narrow,  25  per¬ 
cent  or  more  16  Inches  or  under  in 
length,  60  percent  uniformity,  and  40 
percent  injury  tolerance. 

T2K  Good  Quality  Variegated  Tips 

Fleshy,  unripe,  close,  normal  width, 
25  percent  or  more  16  inches  or  under 
in  length,  75  percent  uniformity,  and 
25  percent  injury  tolerance. 

T3K  Low  Quality  Variegated  Tips 

Heavy,  unripe,  tight,  narrow,  25  per¬ 
cent  or  more  16  Inches  or  under  in 
length,  60  percent  uniformity,  and  40 
percent  injury  tolerance. 
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grades  Grade  names  and  specifications 
T2G  Good  Quality  Green  Tips 

Fleshy,  immatiure,  close,  normal 
width,  25  percent  of  more  16  inches  or 
under  in  length,  75  percent  uniformity, 
and  25  percent  injury  tolerance. 

T3G  Low  Quality  Green  Tips 

Heavy,  immature,  tight,  narrow,  25 
percent  or  more  16  inches  or  under  in 
length,  60  percent  uniformity,  and  40 
percent  injury  tolerance. 

§  29.3389  Nondescript  (N  Croup). 

Extremely  cfimmon  tobacco  which  does 
not  meet  the  minimum  specifications  or 
which  exceeds  the  tolerance  of  the  lowest 
grade  of  any  other  group  except  Scrap. 
U.S. 

grades  Grade  names  and  specifications 
NIL  Best  Thin-bodied  Nondescript 

From  the  X  and  C  groups;  60  percent 
injury  tolerance. 

NIF  Best  Medium-bodied  Nondescript 

From  the  C,  B,  and  T  groups;  60 
percent  injury  tolerance. 

NIR  Best  Heavy-bodied  Nondescript 

From  the  B  and  T  groups;  60  percent 
injury  tolerance. 

NIG  Best  Crude  or  Crude  Green  Nondescript 
Tolerance,  60  percent  crude  leaves  or 
injury. 

N2  Substandard  Nondescript 

Nondescript  of  any  group,  quality,  or 
colbr;  tolerance,  over  60  percent  crude 
leaves  or  injury. 

§  29.3390  Scrap  (S  Group). 

A  bjrproduct  of  unstemmed  and 
stemmed  tobacco.  Scrap  accumulates 
from  handling  tobacco  in  farm  buildings, 
warehouses,  packing  and  conditioning 
plants,  and  stemmeries. 
u.s. 

grade  Grade  name  and  specifications 
S  Scrap 

Loose,  tangled,  whole,  or  broken  im- 
stemmed  leaves,  or  the  web  portions 
of  tobacco  leaves  reduced  to  scrap  by 
any  process. 

SUMMARY  OF  STANDARD  GRADES 
§  29.3395  Summary  of  standard  grades. 

MATURE  TO  MELLOW  GRADES 


Seconds 

XIL 

X3L 

X2P 

X2R 

X2L 

XIP 

X3P 

X3R 

Bright-crop  or  Thin-crop 

CIL 

CIP 

C2R 

C3D 

C2L 

C2P 

C3R 

C3L 

C3P 

C2D 

Dull-crop  or  Heavy-crop 

BIP 

B3F 

B2R 

B2D 

B2P 

BIR 

B3R 

B3D 

Tips 

TIP 

T3P 

T2R 

T2D 

T2P 

TIR 

T3R 

T3D 

UNRIPE  GRADES 

Seconds 

X2V 

X3V 

X2K 

X3K 

Bright-crop  or  Thin- 

-crop 

C2V 

C3V 

C2K 

C3K 

Dull-crop  or  Heavy-crop 

B2V 

B3V 

B2K 

B3K 

Tips 

T2V 

T3V 

T2K 

T3K 

IMMATURE  GRADES 

Seconds 

X2G  X3G 

Bright-crop  or  Thin-crop 
C2G  C3G 

Dull-crop  or  Heavy-crop 
B2G  B3G 

Tips 

T2G  T3G 

Nondescript 

NIL  NIF  NIR  NIG 

N2 

Scrap 
S 

Special  factors  “U”  and  "W”  may  be 
plied  to  all  grades. 

Tobacco  not  covered  by  the  standard 
grades  is  designated  No-G. 

KEY  TO  STANDARD  GRADEMARKS 
§  29.3401  Key  to  standard  grademarki. 
Groups 

X — Seconds. 

C — Bright-crop  or  Thin-crop. 

B — ^Dull-crop  or  Heavy-crop. 

T — Tips. 

N — Nondescript. 

S — Scrap. 

Qualities 

1 —  Choice. 

2 —  Good. 

3 —  Low. 

Colors 

L — Tan. 

F — Cherry  red. 

R — Red. 

D — Brown. 

V — Greenish. 

K — Variegated. 

G — Green. 

(49  Stat.  734;  7  U.S.C.  511m) 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  20th 
day  of  February  1969. 

G.  R.  Orange, 
Deputy  Administrator, 
Marketing  Services. 

[F.R.  Doc.  69-2403;  Piled,  Feb.  26,  1969; 
8:50  am.] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDU¬ 
CATION,  AND  WELFARE 

Food  and  Drug  Administration 
[  21  CFR  Part  121  1 
FOOD  ADDITIVES 


2,6-  Bisd  -  Methylheptadecyl) - p - Cre- 
sol;  Additional  Uses  In  Food-Con¬ 
tact  Articles 


The  Commissioner  of  Pood  and  Drugs  ■ 
has  received  a  petiton  (FAP  8B2221) 
from  Eastman  Chemical  Products,  Inc., 
Kingsport,  Tenn.  37662,  proposing  an 
amendment  to  S  121.2566  of  the  food  ad¬ 
ditive  regulations  to  provide  for  addi-  | 
tional  use  of  2, 6 -bisd -methylhepta¬ 
decyl)  -p-cresol  as  an  antioxidant  and/or 
stabilizer  in  olefin  polymers  that  contact 
foods  generally  rather  than  just  nonfatty 
foods  as  presently  permitt^  under  the  « 
provisions  of  that  section. 

On  the  basis  of  the  information  sub¬ 
mitted  in  the  petition;  and  other  relevant  | 
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material,  the  Commissioner  proposes  that 
1 121.2566  be  amended  as  set  forth  be¬ 
low  to  provide  for  such  additional  use  of 
the  additive  subject  to  the  indicated  lim¬ 
itations  that  are  deemed  necessary  to  as¬ 
sure  that  the  proposed  broadened  use  of 
the  additive  will  be  safe. 

On  the  initiative  of  the  Commissioner, 
the  proposal  includes  a  thickness  limita¬ 
tion  further  restricting  the  presently  per¬ 
mitted  use  of  the  additive  in  olefin  poly¬ 
mers  in  contact  with  food  containing 
more  than  8  percent  of  alcohol  based 
upon  new  information  indicating  that 
migration  of  the  additive  to  such  foods 
could  be  significantly  higher  than  origi¬ 
nally  contemplated. 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  the  provisions 
of  the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cos¬ 
metic  Act  (sec.  409,  72  Stat.  1785  et  seq.; 
21  U.S.C.  348)  and  under  authority  dele¬ 
gated  to  him  (21  CFR  2.120) ,  the  Com¬ 
missioner  proposes  that  §  121.2566(b)  be 
amended  by  revising  the  limitations  for 
the  subject  item  to  read  as  follows: 

§  121.2566  Antioxidants  and/or  stabi¬ 
lizers  for  polymers. 

•  •  •  •  * 

(b)  List  of  substances: 


Limitations 

•  *  •  •  •  • 

J,6-Bls(l-methylhep-  For  use  only  at  levels 
tadecyl)  -p-cresol.  not  exceeding  0.3 
percent  by  weight 
of  olefin  pol3nners 
complying  with 
§  121.2501(c),  items 
1.1,  1.2,  1.3,  2.1,  2.2, 
2.3,  3.1,  3.2,  3.3,  and 
4:  Provided,  That 
use  of  such  poly¬ 
mers  In  contact 
with  fatty  food  or 
food  containing 
more  than  8  per¬ 
cent  of  alcohol 
shall  be  limited  to 
films  and  coatings 
having  an  average 
film  or  coating 
thickness  not  ex¬ 
ceeding  0.004  inch. 


Any  interested  person  may,  within  30 
days  from  the  date  of  publication  of  this 
notice  in  the  Federal  Register,  file  with 
the  Hearing  Clerk,  Department  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare,  Room 
5440,  330  Independence  Avenue  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20201,  written  com¬ 
ments  (preferably  in  quintuplicate)  re¬ 
garding  this  proposal.  Comments  may  be 
accompanied  by  a  memorandum  or  brief 
in  support  thereof. 

Dated:  February  17,  1969. 


J.  K.  Kirk, 

Associate  Commissioner 
for  Compliance. 

IP.R.  Doc.  69-2352;  Piled,  Feb.  26,  1969; 
8:46  a.m.] 


[  21  CFR  Part  130  1 

NEW  DRUGS 

Abbreviated  Applications 

The  Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs 
finds  there  are  circumstances  in  which 


the  submission  of  an  abbreviated  new- 
drug  application  containing  designated 
items  of  information  will  be  sufficient  for 
approval  of  a  required  application.  For 
example,  new-drug  applications  may  be 
required  for  certain  drugs  on  the  basis  of 
evaluations  of  reports  received  from  the 
National  Academy  of  Sciences — National 
Research  Council,  Drug  Efficacy  Study 
Group,  and  abbreviated  applications  may 
be  sufficient  for  certain  of  these  drugs. 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  provisions 
of  the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic 
Act  (secs.  505,  701(a),  52  Stat.  1052-53, 
as  amended,  1055;  21  U.S.C.  355,  371(a) ) 
and  under  authority  delegated  to  the 
Commissioner  (21  CFR  2.120),  it  is  pro¬ 
posed  that  §  130.4  Applications  be 
amended : 

1.  By  changing  the  period  at  the  end 
of  the  first  sentence  of  paragraph  (a)  to 
a  semicolon  and  adding  “if  the  drug  is 
intended  for  human  use  and  is  one  for 
which  an  abbreviated  new  application 
has  been  found  by  the  Food  and  Drug  Ad¬ 
ministration  to  be  sufficient,  the  applica¬ 
tion  may  be  limited  to  the  information 
described  in  paragraph  (f )  of  this  section 
unless  otherwise  specified  in  such 
finding.” 

2.  By  adding  a  new  paragraph  (f)  as 
follows : 

(f)  Abbreviated  new-drug  applica¬ 
tions.  Such  applications  shall  contain: 

(1)  Satisfactory  information  of  the 
kinds  described  in  items  1  (table  of  con¬ 
tents),  4  (label  and  all  other  labeling), 
5  (Rx  or  OTC  statement),  6  (compo¬ 
nents)  ,  and  7  (composition)  of  the  new- 
drug  application  form  PD-356H,  and  in 
lieu  of  full  Information  described  under 
item  8  (methods,  facilities,  and  con¬ 
trols),  brief  statements  that: 

(1)  Identify  the  place  where  the  drug 
will  be  manufactured,  processed,  pack¬ 
aged,  and  labeled. 

(ii)  Identify  any  person  other  than 
the  applicant  who  performs  a  part  of 
those  operations  and  designate  the  part. 

(iii)  Include  certifications  from  the 
applicant  and  from  any  person  identified 
in  subdivision  (ii)  of  this  subparagraph 
that  the  methods  used  in,  and  the  facil¬ 
ities  and  controls  used  for,  the  manufac¬ 
ture,  processing,  packing,  and  holding 
of  the  drug  are  in  conformity  with  cur¬ 
rent  good  hianufacturing  practice  in 
accord  with  Part  133  of  this  chapter. 

(iv)  Assure  that  the  drug  dosage  form 
and  components  will  comply  with  the 
specifications  and  tests  described  in  an 
official  compendium,  if  such  article  is 
recognized  therein,  or,  if  not  listed  or 
if  the  article  differs  from  the  com¬ 
pendium  drug,  that  the  specifications 
and  tests  applied  to  the  drug  and  its 
components  are  adequate  to  assure  their 
identity,  strength,  quality,  and  purity. 

(v)  Outline  the  methods  used  in,  and 
the  facilities  and  controls  used  for,  the 
manufacture,  processing,  and  packing  of 
the  drug. 

(2)  Labeling  that  is  in  accord  with 
the  labeling  conditions  described  in  tfte 
finding  that  an  abbreviated  new-drug 
application  is  sufficient. 

(3)  If  the  drug  finding  so  specifies  for 
the  formulation  intended  for  marketing, 
data  adequate  to  assure  the  biological 
availability  of  the  drug. 


(4)  Additional  information  that  may 
be  required  for  the  approval  of  the  ap¬ 
plication  as  specified  in  a  written  com¬ 
munication  from  the  Food  and  Drug 
Administration. 

Pending  promulgation  of  a  final  order 
relating  to  abbreviated  new-drug  appli¬ 
cations,  the  information  outlined  in  the 
foregoing  proposal  will  be  acceptable  in 
lieu  of  a  complete  new-drug  application 
for  any  drug  that  is  the  subject  of  an 
announcement  or  regulation  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  that  finds  an 
abbreviated  new-drug  application  is 
sufficient. 

Any  interested  person  may,  within  30 
days  from  the  date  of  publication  of  this 
notice  in  the  Federal  Register,  file  with 
the  Hearing  Clerk,  Department  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare,  Room 
5440,  330  Independence  Avenue  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20201,  written  com¬ 
ments  (preferably  in  quintuplicate) 
regarding  this  proposal.  Comments  may 
be  accompanied  by  a  memorandum  or 
brief  in  support  thereof. 

Dated:  February  19, 1969. 

Herbert  L.  Ley,  Jr., 
Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs. 

[F.R.  Doc.  69-2353;  Filed.  Feb.  26,  1969; 
8:46  a.m.] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HOUSING  AND 
URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 

Federal  Insurance  Administration 
E  24  CFR  Part  1910  1 

CRITERIA  FOR  LAND  MANAGEMENT 
AND  USE 

Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making 

Pursuant  to  the  National  Flood  Insur¬ 
ance  Act  of  1968  (title  xm  of  the  Hous¬ 
ing  and  Urban  Development  Act  of  1968, 
42  U.S.C.  4001-4127),  effective  Janu¬ 
ary  28,  1969  (33  F.R.  17804,  Nov.  28, 
1968),  the  Secretary  of  Housing  and 
Urban  Development  is  considering  the 
adoption  of  a  new  Part  1910  of  Subtitle 
B  of  Title  24.  This  new  part  would  set 
forth  the  criteria  for  land  management 
and  use  required  in  connection  with  the 
National  Flood  Insurance  Program.  Un¬ 
der  this  pri^ram,  which  is  designed  to 
make  flood  insurance  available  through 
a  cooperative  effort  between  the  Federal 
Government  and  the  private  property  in¬ 
surance  industry,  coverage  will  be  avail¬ 
able  initially  for  one-  to  four-famUy  resi¬ 
dential  properties  and,  at  a  later  date,  for 
small  business  properties.  As  more  ex¬ 
perience  is  gained  in  the  operation  of  the 
program,  flood  insurance  coverage  may 
be  extended  to  include  other  types  and 
classes  of  properties. 

In  connection  with  the  implementa¬ 
tion  of  this  program,  the  Secretary  is  re¬ 
quired  from  time  to  time  to  develop  cri¬ 
teria  designed  to  encourage  the  adoption, 
where  necessary,  of  permanent  State 
and  local  measures  for  land  management 
and  use  in  flood-prone  areas.  Flood  in¬ 
surance  under  this  program  may  be  made 
available  only  In  States  or  areas  (or 
other  subdivisions)  which  have  evidenced 
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a  positive  interest  in  securing  flood  in- 
siirance  under  this  program  and  which 
have  given  assurances  that  by  June  30, 
1970,  appr(H>riate  land  use  and  control 
measures  consistent  with  these  criteria 
shall  have  been  adopted.  The  Act  fur¬ 
ther  provides  that  after  June  30,  1970, 
no  new  flood  insurance  coverage  may  be 
provided  in  any  area  which  has  not 
adopted  such  measiu^. 

For  the  purpose  of  establishing  esti¬ 
mated  risk  premium  rates  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  the  Act.  the  Secre¬ 
tary  expects  to  assign  a  priority  to  those 
States  or  areas  (or  subdivisions)  which 
have  evidenced  a  positive  interest  in  se¬ 
eming  flood  insurance  coverage. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  par¬ 
ticipate  in  the  formulation  of  the  cri¬ 
teria  by  submitting  written  comments 
which  may  include  data,  views,  or  argu¬ 
ments.  Comments  shoiild  identify  the 
subject  matter  involved  and  should  be 
submitted  in  duplicate  to  the  Federal  In¬ 
surance  Administrator,  Department  of 
Housing  and  Urban  I^velopment,  451 
Seventh  Street  SW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20410.  All  comments  received  within  30 
days  from  date  of  publication  of  this 
notice  will  be  considered  by  the  Secretary 
before  taking  action  upon  the  proposed 
criteria.  Comments  received  after  that 
period  will  be  considered  if  it  is  practi¬ 
cable  to  do  so,  but  assurance  of  con¬ 
sideration  cannot  be  given  except  as  to 
comments  filed  within  the  period 
specifled. 

The  proposed  criteria  are  as  follows: 

Chapter  VII — Federal  Insurance  Ad¬ 
ministration,  Department  of  Hous¬ 
ing  and  Urban  Development 

SUBCHAPTER  B — NATIONAL  FLOOD 
INSURANCE  PROGRAM 

PART  1910— CRITERIA  FOR  LAND 
MANAGEMENT  AND  USE 

Subpart  A — General 

Sec. 

1910.1  Purpose. 

1910.2  Priority  fcM*  rate  determinations. 

1910.3  Conditions  for  Insurance  avall- 

ablllty. 

Subpart  B — Criteria 

1910.51  Ptupoee  of  criteria. 

1910.53  Flood  plain  management. 

1910.53  Subdivision  planning  requirements. 

1910.54  Building  and  health  code  require¬ 

ments. 

1910.55  Development  goals. 

1910.56  Planning  considerations. 

1910.57  Program  coordination. 

1910.58  Revisions. 

Subpart  A — General 
§  1910.1  Purpose. 

This  part  prescribes  the  criteria  for 
permanent  State  and  local  land  use  and 
control  measures  required  in  connection 
with  the  National  Flood  Insurance  Pro¬ 
gram  (hereinafter  referred  to  as  the 
“program”)  under  the  National  Hood 
Insurance  Act  of  1968,  42  UH.C.  4001- 
4127,  and  sets  forth  the  requirements  for 
eligibility  for  flood  Insurance  coverage 
and  the  grounds  for  priority  in  the 
conducting  of  rate  making  studies  and 
investigations. 


§  1910.2  Priority  for  rate  determina¬ 
tions. 

(a)  Priority  in  conducting  studies  and 
investigations  and  making  estimates  of 
risk  premium  rates  for  flood  insurance 
will  be  given  to  those  States  or  areas  (or 
subdivisions  thereof)  which  the  Secre¬ 
tary  determines  to  have  evidenced  a  posi¬ 
tive  interest  in  securing  flood  insurance 
coverage  under  this  program. 

(b)  Such  evidence  of  positive  interest 
at  a  minimum  shall  include,  but  shall  not 
be  limited  to,  official  legislative  or  execu¬ 
tive  actions  by  duly  constituted  State  or 
local  public  bodies,  agencies,  or  officials, 
specifically  applicable  to  the  area  for 
which  such  coverage  is  sought,  indicating 
(1)  that  there  is  a  re<x^nized  public  need 
for  flood  insurance;  (2)  the  extent,  if  any, 
to  which  public  and  private  flood  plain 
management  activities  have  been  insti¬ 
tuted;  and  (3)  a  willingness  to  take  such 
other  official  actions  as  may  be  neces¬ 
sary  to  carry  out  the  objectives  of  the 
program. 

(c)  Evidence  of  positive  interest  in  ob¬ 
taining  flood  insurance  coverage  for  a 
State  or  area  (or  subdivision  thereof) 
may  be  transmitted  to  the  Federal  Insur¬ 
ance  Administrator,  Department  of 
Housing  and  Urban  Development,  451 
Seventh  Street  SW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20410. 

§  1910.3  Conditions  for  insurance  avail¬ 
ability. 

(a)  Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
program,  flood  insurance  shall  be  avail¬ 
able  only  in  States  or  areas  (or  subdivi¬ 
sions  thereof)  which  the  Secretary  de¬ 
termines  (1)  have  evidenced  a  positive 
interest  in  seeming  flood  insurance  cov¬ 
erage  under  the  flood  insurance  program 
and  (2)  have  given  satisfactory  assur¬ 
ance  that  by  Jime  30,  1970,  permanent 
land  use  and  control  measures  will  have 
been  adopted  for  the  State  or  area  (or 
subdivision  thereof)  which  are  consist¬ 
ent  with  such  criteria  for  land  manage¬ 
ment  and  use  as  may  be  develc4>ed  by  the 
Secretary  from  time  to  time  and  pub¬ 
lished  in  this  part,  and  that  the  applica¬ 
tion  and  enforcement  of  such  measures 
will  commence  as  soon  as  technical  in¬ 
formation  on  floodways  and  on  control- 
ing  flood  elevations  is  available. 

(b)  After  J\me  30,  1970,  no  new  flood 
Insurance  coverage  shall  be  provided  im- 
der  the  program  in  any  State  or  area  (or 
subdivision  thereof)  unless  an  appropri¬ 
ate  public  body  shall  have  adopted  per- 
msuient  land  use  and  control  measures 
with  effective  enforcement  provisions, 
which  the  Secretary  finds  to  be  consist¬ 
ent  with  such  criteria  for  land  manage¬ 
ment  and  use. 

(c)  In  the  event  insurance  under  the 
program  is  made  available  in  a  State  or 
area  (or  subdivision  thereof),  a  duly 
authorized  official  thereof  shall  report 
annually  to  the  Secretary  as  to  what 
progress  has  been  made  in  the  develop¬ 
ment  and  Implementation  of  its  flood 
plain  land  use  and  control  measmes. 
Copies  of  the  annual  report  shall  also  be 
submitted  to  other  ai^roprlate  State  and 
regional  bodies,  and  the  Secretary  shall 


be  informed  of  the  agencies  to  which  the  ■ 
annual  reports  have  been  sent.  ■ 

Subpart  B— Criteria  I 

§  1910.51  Purpose  of  criteria.  I 

It  is  the  piupose  of  this  subpart  to  en-  I 
courage,  where  necessary,  the  adoption  I 
of  permanent  State  and  local  measures  I 
which,  to  the  maximum  extent  feasible  I 
will:  I 

(a)  Constrict  the  development  of  land  I 

which  is  exposed  to  flood  damage  where  I 
appropriate;  I 

(b)  Guide  the  development  of  pro-  I 
posed  construction  away  from  locations  I 
which  are  threatened  by  flood  hazards;  I 

(c)  Assist  in  reducing  damage  caused  I 

by  floods;  and  I 

(d)  Otherwise  Improve  the  long-range  I 

land  management  and  use  of  flood-  I 
prone  areas.  I 

The  criteria  for  such  measures  are  set  I 
forth  in  §§  1910.52-1910.57.  I 

§  1910.52  Flood  plain  management.  ■ 

All  appropriate  statutes,  ordinances,  I- 
regulations,  and  similar  measures,  I 
whether  applicable  on  a  Statewide,  re-  I 
gional,  or  local  basis,  should  provide  land  I 
use  restrictions  based  on  probable  ex-  I 
posures  to  flooding.  Where  appropriate,  I 
there  should  be  included  in  such  meas-  I 
lures  a  clear  and  comprehensive  state-  I 
ment  Indicating  that  the  intent  of  the  I 
measure  is  to  encourage  only  that  devel-  I 
opment  of  flood-prone  areas  which  is  I 
appropriate  in  light  of  the  probability  of  I 
flooding  and  which  represents  an  eoo-  I 
nomic  use  of  the  land,  and  to  discourage  I 
all  other  development.  The  public  bod;  I 
adopting  the  measure  should  undertake  I 
public  Information  and  education  pro-  I 
grams  designed  to  promote  public  ac-  I 
ceptance  and  use  of  sound  flood  plain  I 
management  practices.  I 

§  1910.53  Subdivision  planning  require-  I 
ments.  I 

In  addition  to  such  land  use  restric-  I 
tions  as  may  be  appropriate  in  view  of  I 
the  variation  in  exp>osure  to  flood  dam¬ 
age  throughout  the  area,  there  should 
also  be  such  subdivision  regulations  as 
may  be  necessary  (a)  to  prevent  the  in¬ 
appropriate  use  of  flood-prone  lands; 
(b)  to  encourage  the  appr(H>rhi.te  loca¬ 
tion  and  elevation  of  public  utilities  and 
facilities,  such  as  streets,  sewers,  gas, 
electricity,  and  water  systems;  and  (c) 
to  provide  for  suiequate  drainage  so  as 
to  minimize  exposure  to  flood  hazards. 

§  1910.54  Building  and  health  code  re¬ 
quirements. 

Applicable  State  and  local  building 
codes  and  health  regulations  should  re¬ 
quire  that  proposed  development  In 
flood-prone  areas  (a)  will  not  create 
unhealthful  areas  of  pondage  in  flooding 
situations;  (b)^  will  assure  structural 
safety  so  as  to  prevent  flotation  and  col¬ 
lapse;  (c)  will  assure  the  adequacy  of 
sewerage  and  water  systems  such  that 
they  will  not  be  adversely  affected  by 
flooding;  and  (d)  will  encourage 
the  flood  proofing,  to  the  maximum 
extent  practicable,  of  all  proposed 
improvements. 
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§  1910.55  Development  goals. 

State  and  local  flood  plain  land  use 
and  control  measures  should  contribute 
to  overall  community  and  area-wide 
social  and  economic  development  goals 
by  (a)  diverting  imwarranted  and  in¬ 
appropriate  development  away  from 
flood-prone  areas;  (b)  encouraging  flood 
control  and  flood  damage  abatement 
efforts  through  public  and  private  means; 
(c)  deterring  the  inappropriate  develop¬ 
ment  of  public  utilities  and  public  facil¬ 
ities  in  flood-prone  areas;  and  (d) 
regulating  the  use  of  the  floodway  s®  as 
to  prevent  significant  restriction  of  its 
carrying  capacity. 

§  1910.56  Planning  considerations. 

The  planning  and  decision-making 
process  for  formulating  overall  commu¬ 
nity  and  area-wide  social  and  economic 


PROPOSED  RULE  MAKING 

development  goals  and  for  adopting  re¬ 
lated  flood  plain  land  use  and  control 
measures  should  include  consideration, 
among  others,  of  the  following  factors: 
(a)  The  availability  of  lands  outside 
flood-prone  areas  for  needed  develop¬ 
ment:  (b)  the  location  of  special  flood 
hazard  areas  and  the  opportunities  for 
their  use  for  private  and  public  open- 
space  purposes;  (c)  the  possible  adverse 
influence  of  development  on  others  in 
the  flood-prone  areas;  and  (d)  the  oppor¬ 
tunities  for  flood  proofing  in  relation  to 
the  flood  hazard. 

§  1910.57  Program  coordination. 

Locally  applicable  flood  forecasting, 
flood  emergency  preparedness,  and  flood 
control  and  flood  damage  abatement 
programs  should  be  coordinated  with 
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relevant  regional.  State,  and  Federal 
programs. 

§  1910.58  Revisions. 

From  time  to  time  these  criteria  for 
land  management  and  use  measures  may 
be  revised  by  the  Secretary.  Such  revi¬ 
sions  will  be  based  on  such  further 
studies  and  investigations  as  may  be  con¬ 
ducted  in  connection  with  the  program. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968,  82 
Stat.  572-589,  42  UJ3.C.  4001-4127) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Feb¬ 
ruary  24,  1969. 

George  Romney, 
Secretary  of  Housing  and 
Urban  Development. 

IF.R.  Doc.  69-2408:  Filed.  Feb.  26,  1969; 
8:50  a.m.] 
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Notices 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs 
AREA  DIRECTORS  ET  AL. 


Sind  to  otherwise  perform  in  behalf  of 


Sew  ABO  Mebidian,  Alaska 


the  members  of  the  Seneca  Nation  those  t.  17  b.  4  w.  (partially  surveyed) , 


functions  of  the  Commissioner  of  In¬ 
dian  Affairs  which  are  specifically  out¬ 
lined  in  memorandum  of  imderstanding 
between  the  Commissioner  of  Indian  Af¬ 
fairs  and  the  Commissioner,  Federal 
Housing  Administration,  dated  March 
30,  1962. 


Delegation  of  Authority;  Corrections  fnirs  and  the  Commissioner,  Fede 

...  Housing  Administration,  dated  Mai 

February  19,  1969.  30  1962. 

The  following  corrections  are  made  to  These  corrections  are  being  made 
Part  10  BIAM  3  and  5  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs  Manual. 
Indian  Affairs  Manual,  published  at  34  t-  w 

F.R.  637  (F.R.  Doc.  69-537)  in  the  issue  .  - 

for  January  16,  1969.  The  corrections  in-  Acting  Commissioner. 

corporate  inadvertent  omissions  in  the  [F-R-  doc.  69-2356;  Piled,  Peb.  26,  1969; 
original  manual  material,  thereby  includ- 

ing  (1)  additional  authorities  to  Area  Di-  - 

rectors,  expressly,  and  to  Superintend-  arfa  niPFrTnoc  ft  ai 

ents  at  the  Cherokee,  Miccosukee,  and  uiKnv.iuK3  ci  ml. 

Seminole  Agencies,  by  reference;  (2)  ad-  Delegation  of  Authority;  Revocation 
ditional  authority  to  the  Area  Director,  of  Exceptions 

Phoenix  Area;  and  (3)  additional  au¬ 
thority  to  the  Special  Liaison  Represent-  February  19, 1969. 

ative  of  the  Seneca  Nation;  and  are  The  following  pro  isions  of  section  3 
effective  as  of  the  date  of  original  of  Part  10  BIAM  3  of  the  Bureau  of  In¬ 
publication.  dian  Affairs  Manual,  published  at  34 

1.  Section  3.1  is  corrected  to  read  as  F.R.  637  (F.R.  Doc.  69-537)  in  the  issue 
follows:  for  January  16,  1969,  are  revoked.  These 

3.1  Authorities  from  the  Commis-  revocations  remove  certain  limitations 
sioner.  The  authorities  of  the  Secretary  on  the  authority  redelegated  to  Area 
of  the  Interior  delegated  to  the  Com-  Directors,  expressly,  and  to  Superin- 


Sec.  10,  SV4SEy4,  SV^NViSEy*  (umur. 
veyed) ; 

Sec.  11.  SWV48WV4.  SV^NWiASWy*  (sm. 
veyed) ; 

Sec.  14,  lot  27,  WV4NWV4  (surveyed); 

Sec.  16,  NEV4  (unsurveyed). 

The  area  described  contains  approxi- 


These  corrections  are  being  made  in  mately  424.4  acres  near  Wasilla,  Alaska, 
e  Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs  Manual.  Burton  W.  Silcock, 

T.  W.  Taylor,  State  Director. 


[PB.  Doc. 


-2358;  Piled,  Peb.  26. 
8:47  am.] 


[0-8085] 

COLORADO 

Notice  of  ClassiRcation  of  Public  Lands 
for  Multiple-Use  Management 

February  19,  1969. 

1.  Pursuant  to  the  Act  of  September 
19, 1964  (43  U.S.C.  1411-18)  and  the  reg- 


publication.  dian  Affairs  Manual,  published  at  34  tr  r ^  ^  ^ 

1.  Section  3.1  is  corrected  to  read  as  P-R.  637  (F.R.  Doc.  69-537)  in  the  issue 
follows:  for  January  16,  1969,  are  revoked.  These  public  lands  descnted  l^low  are 

3  1  Authorities  from  the  Commis-  revocations  remove  certain  limitations  f^oreby  classified  for  rnultiple-use  man- 

•  ^noriiies  jTom  ^ommis  onthoHtv  rAdPiAcrat^rt  tr.  Arao  agement.  As  used  herein,  “public  lands” 

sioner.  The  authorities  of  the  Secretary  ^  tne  authority  redelegated  to  Area  withdrawn  or  reserved 

of  the  Interior  delegated  to  the  Com-  Dir^tors,  expressly,  and  to  Superm- 

missioner  in  Secretary's  Order  2508  (10  tendents  at  the  Cherokee,  Miccosukee,  S  ^  Imend^  or  ^vSi  a 

BIAM  2),  25  CFR,  and  43  CFR  2.6  are  and  ^minole_  Agencies,  by  reference.  26  1934  ^  amend^ 


hereby  redelegated  to  the  Area  Directors.  1-  Section  3.3A(2) . 

2.  Section  3.3D  is  corrected  to  read  as  2.  Section  3.3A(5) .  ^ 

follows:  Section  3.3B. 

3.3  Exceptions.  *  *  *  These  changes  are  being  made  in  the 

D.  Forestry.  *  *  *  Bureau  of  Inclian  Affairs  Manual. 

(3)  Issue  advertisements  and  approve  fp  Taylor 

timber  sale  contracts  on  approved  forms.  Acting  Commissiorier 

Involving  an  estimated  stumpage  volume  ^  ^ 

in  excess  of  15  million  feet,  board  meas- 

ure;  except  in  the  Portland  Area  where  ' 

the  stumpage  volume  limit  is  set  at  50  - 

million  feet,  board  measure,  and  in  the  R„ra«ii  inn>i 

Phoenix  Area  where  the  stumpage  vol-  Management 

ume  limit  is  set  at  30  million  feet,  board  ALASKA 

measure,  pursuant  to  25  CFR  141.8, 141.9,  *  »  .  .  ,  „ 

and  141.13.  Notice  of  Termination  of  Proposed 

Withdrawal  and  Reservation  of 

3.  Section  5.4  is  corrected  to  read  as  Lands 
follows:  February  19,  1969. 

5.4  Seneca  Nation.  The  Special  Liai-  Notice  of  an  application.  Anchorage 
son  Representative  i§  authorized  to  ap-  Serial  No.  058833,  for  withdrawal  and 
prove  leases  of  tribal  lands  to  individual  reservation  of  lands  was  published  as 


Bureau  of  Land  Management 
ALASKA 

Notice  of  Termination  of  Proposed 
Withdrawal  and  Reservation  of 
Lands 

February  19,  1969. 
Notice  of  an  application.  Anchorage 


ber  26,  1934,  as  amended,  or  within  a 
grazing  district  established  pursuant  to 
the  Act  of  June  28,  1934  (48  Stat.  1269),  | 
as  amended,  which  are  not  otherwise 
withdrawn  or  reserved  for  a  Federal  use 
or  purpose. 

2.  Publication  of  this  notice  has  the 
effect  of  segregating  (a)  all  lands  de¬ 
scribed  in  this  notice  from  appropriation 
only  under  the  agricultural  land  laws  (43 
U.S.C.  Chs.  7  and  9,  25  U.S.C.  334)  and 
from  sale  under  section  2455  of  the  Re¬ 
vised  Statutes  (43  U.S.C.  1171)  and  (b) 
further  segregates  the  public  lands  de¬ 
scribed  in  paragraph  3  from  the  opera¬ 
tion  of  the  general  mining  laws  (30 
U.S.C.,  Ch.  2) .  Except  as  provided  in  (a) 
and  (b)  above,  the  lands  shall  remain 
open  to  all  other  applicable  forms  of  ap¬ 
propriation  including  the  mining  and 
mineral  leasing  laws. 

2.  No  adverse  comments  were  received 
following  publication  of  a  notice  of  pro- 


prove  leases  of  tnbal  lands  to  individual  reservation  01  lanas  was  puDiisned  as  posed  classification  (33  F.R.  18631), 
members  of  the  Seneca  Nation;  to  issue  P  R-  Doc-  63-3707  on  page  3497  of  the  Tuesday,  December  17,  1968,  or  at  a  pub- 
commitments  of  approval  of  mortgages  issue  for  April  10,  1963,  with  a  correc-  uc  hearing  at  Silverton,  Colo.,  held  on 
and  approve  mortgages  of  leasehold  in-  tion  published  as  F.R.  Doc.  63-6317  on  February  3,  1969.  The  record  showing 
terest  of  such  members  given  as  security  Page  6198  of  the  issue  for  June  15,  1963.  comments  received  and  other  informa- 
for  home  purchase  or  home  improvement  The  Federal  Aviation  Administration,  tion  is  on  file  and  can  be  examined  in 
loans  with  or  without  FHA  or  VA  in-  Department  of  Transportation,  has  can-  the  Montrose  District  Office,  Montrose, 


surance  when  such  loans  are  made  by  celed  its  application  in  its  entirety,  In- 


any  of  the  following  institutions: 
A.  Any  National  or  State  bank; 


volving  the  lands  described  herein. 


Colo.  Public  lands  affected  by  this  classi¬ 
fication  are  located  within  the  following 


Therefore,  pursuant  to  the  regulations  described  areas' and  are  shown  on  maps 


B.  Any  building  and  loan  association  contained  in  43  CFR  Part  2300,  such  on  file  in  the  Montrose  District  Office, 

operating  under  authority  of  the  law  of  lands  will  be,  at  10  a.m.  on  March  12,  Bureau  of  T.Rnd  Management  Highway 
any  State;  or  1969,  reUeved  of  the  segregative  effect  of  55O  South,  Montrose,  Colo.  81401,  and 

C.  Any  insurance  company  authorized  the  application.  Land  Office,  Bureau  of  Land  Manage- 


by  law  to  engage  in  making  such  loans 
in  the  State  of  New  York; 


The  lands  involved  in  this  notice  of  ment.  Room  15019,  Federal  Building, 


termination  are: 


1961  Stout  Street,  Denver,  Colo.  80202. 
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All  legal  descriptions  used  in  this  no¬ 
tice  are  based  on  protraction  diagram 
24A  and  27.  Colorado,  approved  May  5, 
1965,  and  November  12, 1964,  respectively. 
ffgw  Mexico  Principal  Meridian,  Colorado 

SAN  JUAN,  LA  PLATA,  AND  OTTRAT  COUNTIES 

T.38N.,R.7  W.. 

Sees.  6  and  7. 

T.39N.,  R.  7  W., 

Secs.  6. 7, 18, 19, 30,  and  31. 

T.  40  N.,  R.  7  W., 

Secs.  4  to  9,  Inclusive; 

Secs.  16  to  21,  Inclusive; 

Secs.  28  to  33,  Inclusive. 

T.41N.,R.7  W., 

Secs.  1  to  36.  Inclusive. 

T.  42  N.,  R.  6  W., 

Secs.  5, 6, 7,  and  8; 

Secs.  17, 18, 19,  and  20. 

T.  42  N.,  R.  7  W., 

Secs.  1, 2,  and  3; 

Secs.  9  to  36,  Inclusive. 

T.  43  N.,  R.  7  W., 

Secs.  1, 25, 35,  and  36. 

The  vacant  public  lands  in  the  area 
described  aggregate  approximately  41,121 
acres. 

3.  As  provided  in  2(b)  above,  the  fol¬ 
lowing  lands  are  further  segregated 
from  appropriation  under  the  mining 
laws: 

New  Mexico  Principal  Meridian,  Colorado 

SAN  JUAN  COUNTY — BOULDER  GmCH 

{Silverton  Municipal  Water  Supply) 

All  of  the  public  land  areas  draining  from 
rldgetops  toward  and  into  the  main  Boulder 
Gulch  hydrologic  watershed  Including  Ita 
segments  and  branches  within  the  following 
area: 

T.  42  N.,  R.  7  W., 

Sec.  27,  W^SW^A,  SEV4SWV4; 

Sec.  28,EV^SEV4: 

Sec.  33,  all; 

Sec.  34,  WV4.  SW»4SE»A. 

T.41  N..R.7  W., 

Sec.  3.  NW>4,  NWyANEVi,  NVaSWVA,  SWV4 

swy*; 

Sec.  4,  all; 

Sec.9.Ny2NEy4. 

SILVERTON  URBAN  EXPANSION  BUFFER  ZONE 

All  public  land  lying  within  1^20  feet 
measured  horizontally  from  and  perpendic¬ 
ular  to  the  September  1968  corporate  limits 
of  the  Town  of  Silverton. 

ELK  PARK  SITE 

T.  40  N..  R.  7  W., 

Sec.  20,NE>ANE^. 

KENDALL  SKI  AREA 

All  public  land  In  the  following  area: 

T.41  N.,R.  7  W., 

Sec.  16,  S>ANW»ASW%,  NViSW^SWVi: 

Sec.  17,  S%NEV4SEV4,  N%SE»4SE%,  and 
NEiASW^iSE^. 

LITTLE  HIGHLAND  MART  SITE 

All  public  land  lying  above  the  mean  high- 
water  line  of  Little  Highland  Mary  Lake,  on 
either  side  of  the  center  line  of  Little  High¬ 
land  Mary  Creek  In  the  following  area: 

T.  41  N.,  R  7  W., 

Sec.  25.  SEV4SE(4,  SiANE^SE^,  8V4NW% 
SEA,  EASWiASEA; 

Sec.  36,  Ei/aEA,  SWASEA.  SANWASEA, 

neanwasea.  EANWANEV4  and  EA 
SWANEA. 


These  lands  aggregate  approximately 
2,150  acres.  Total  area  In  this  classifica¬ 
tion  aggregates  approximately  41,121 
acres  of  public  land. 

3.  For  a  period  of  30  days  from  date 
of  publication  in  the  Federal  Register, 
this  classification  shall  be  subject  to  the 
exercise  of  administrative  review  said 
modification  by  the  Secretary  of  the  In¬ 
terior  as  provided  for  in  43  CFR  2411.2c. 

E.  I.  Rowland,  ' 
State  Director. 

[PR.  Doc.  69-2382;  Piled,  Peb.  26,  1969; 

8:49  a.m.] 


[ES  5444;  Survey  Group  49] 

LOUISIANA 

Notice  of  Filing  of  Plat  of  Survey 

February  19,  1969. 

1.  The  plat  of  survey  of  the  following 
described  land,  accepted  on  January  15, 
1969,  will  be  officially  filed  in  the  Eastern 
States  Land  Office,  effective  at  10  a.m.  on 
Mhrch  31,  1969: 

Louisiana  MERmiAN,  Louisiana 

T.  16  N.,R.  low.. 

Sec.  17,  lot  1; 

Sec.  29.  lot  l; 

Sec.  30,  lots  6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12,  and  13. 

The  lands  described  aggregate  229.72 
acres. 

2.  This  plat  represents  an  extension 
survey  and  retracement  and  reestablish¬ 
ment  of  a  portion  of  the  west  boundary 
and  subdivisional  lines  in  section  30,  and 
the  survey  of  Peggys  Island  in  section  17, 
and  Hog  Island  in  section  29. 

3.  As  determined  by  previous  Govern¬ 
ment  surveys  the  level  of  Lake  Bistineau 
in  1812  was  at  the  148.60  feet  elevation 
(msl)  contour  line  and  that  contour  has 
been  established  as  the  boundary  of  the 
public  land  included  in  the  present  sur¬ 
vey.  There  is  sufficient  land  above  said 
contour  line  to  attest  to  the  fact  that  this 
area  (including  the  two  islands)  was 
land  in  place  in  1812  when  Louisiana  was 
admitted  in  the  Union  and  on  the  date 
of  the  original  survey  in  1838  and  at  all 
subsequent  dates.  The  land,  therefore, 
has  the  status  of  public  land  and  is  well 
over  50  percent  upland  in  character  with¬ 
in  the  interpretation  of  the  swampland 
acts. 

4.  The  above  lands  are  subject  to  dis¬ 
position  pursuant  to  vaUd  existing  claims 
by  reason  of  the  official  filing  of  this 
plat,  and  any  land  not  included  in  such 
claims  will  not  be  available  for  disposi¬ 
tion  imder  the  public  land  laws  until  a 
further  order  is  issued. 

5.  Any  inquiries  relating  to  these  lands 
should  be  directed  to  the  Manager,  East¬ 
ern  States  Land  Office,  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  7981  Eastern  Avenue, 
Silver  Spring,  Md.  20910. 

Doris  A.  Koivula, 

Manager. 

[F.R.  Doc.  69-2359;  Piled,  Peb.  26.  1969* 
8:47  a.m.] 


[OR  4372] 

OREGON 

Notice  of  Proposed  Withdrawal  and 
Reservation  of  Lands 

February  20,  1969. 

The  Department  of  Agriculture,  on  be¬ 
half  of  the  Forest  Service,  has  filed  ap¬ 
plication,  OR  4372,  for  the  withdrawal 
of  the  national  forest  lands  described  be¬ 
low,  from  all  forms  of  appropriation 
under  the  mining  laws  (30  U.S.C.,  Ch.  2) , 
but  not  from  leasing  under  the  mineral 
leasing  laws,  subject  to  valid  existing 
rights. 

The  applicant  desires  to  set  aside  six 
campgrounds  and  three  campgroimd  ad¬ 
ditions  for  the  protection  and  public 
recreational  use  of  the  Mount  Hood  Na¬ 
tional  Forest. 

For  a  period  of  30  days  from  the  date 
of  publication  of  this  notice,  all  persons 
who  wish  to  submit  comments,  sugges¬ 
tions,  or  objections  in  connection  with 
the  proposed  withdrawal  may  present 
their  view  in  writing  to  the  undersigned 
officer  of  the  Bureau  of  Land  Manage¬ 
ment,  Department  of  the  Interior,  729 
Northeast  Oregon  Street,  Post  Office  Box 
2965,  Portland,  Oreg.  97208. 

The  authorized  officer  of  the  Bureau  of 
Land  Management  will  undertake  such 
investigations  as  are  necessary  to  deter¬ 
mine  the  existing  and  potential  demand 
for  the  lands  and  their  resources.  He  will 
also  undertake  negotiations  with  the  ap¬ 
plicant  agency  with  the  view  of  adjust¬ 
ing  the  application  to  reduce  the  areas 
to  the  minimum  essential  to  meet  the 
applicant’s  needs,  to  provide  for  the 
maximum  concurrent  utilization  of  the 
lands  for  purposes  other  than  the  ap¬ 
plicant’s,  to  eliminate  lands  needed  for 
purposes  more  essential  than  the  appli¬ 
cant’s,  and  to  reach  agreement  on  the 
concurrent  management  of  the  lands  and 
their  resources. 

He  will  also  prepare  a  report  for  con¬ 
sideration  by  the  Secretary  of  the  In¬ 
terior  who  will  determine  whether  or  not 
the  lands  will  be  withdrawn  as  requested 
by  the  applicant  agency. 

The  determination  of  the  Secretary  on 
the  application  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register.  A  separate  notice  will 
be  sent  to  each  interested  party  of  record. 

If  circumstances  warrant  it,  a  public 
hearing  will  be  held  at  a  convenient  time 
and  place  which  will  be  announced. 

’The  lands  involved  in  the  application 
are: 

Willamette  Meridian 

MOUNT  HOOD  NATIONAL  FOREST 

Lazy  Bend  Campground  Addition 
T.  4  S..  R.  5  E.. 

Sec.  28,  SANANWASWA.  SEANWA 
SWA.  NEASWASWA.  wanwaswa 
.SWA.  and  NASASWASWA- 
Memaloose  Campground 
7  4  S  R  5  E 

Sec.’29,  SWASEASW  ANEA- 

Carter  Bridge  Campground  Addition 

T.  6  S..  R.  5  E., 

Sec.  2.  NW  ASE  ANEA. 


Ka  89— Pk  1- 
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Armstrong  Campground  Addition 
T.  5  S.,  R.  5  E., 

Sec.  2,  SE«4SE‘4NE»4,  NE»^NE^SEV4,  and 
NyaSE>4NEV4SE»4. 

Ward  Campground 
T.  5  S..  R.  5  E.. 

Sec.  26.  WV2SWt^NE^^SW^^.  E>4SE% 
SW14SW»4,  and  WViSE^SW^. 
Skookum  Lake  Campground 

T.  6  S..  R.  5  E.. 

Sec.  35.  WV4SW14  of  lot  3. 

Shining  Lake  Campground 
T.  4  S..  R.  6  E.. 

Sec.  36.  NE^^NE^^NE^^SW^4. 

Frazier  Forks  Campground 
T.  5  S..  R.  7  E.. 

Sec.  9.  SE%SWi4SW>4NW^  and  NE»4 
NW^NWV4SW>4. 

Frazier  Turnaround  Campground 
T.  5  S..  R.  7  E.. 

Sec.  9.  SW>4NWV4NW»4SW>4  and  NW^ 
SWiANWViSWVi. 


The  areas  described  aggregate  125.34 
acres. 

Virgil  O.  Seiser, 
Chief,  Branch  of  Lands. 

IP.R.  Doc.  69-2360:  Piled.  Peb.  26.  1969; 
8:47  a.m.] 


(OR  4374] 

OREGON 

Notice  of  Proposed  Withdrawal  and 
Reservation  of  Land 

February  20,  1969. 

The  Department  of  Agriculture,  on  be¬ 
half  of  the  Forest  Service,  has  filed  ap¬ 
plication,  OR  4374,  for  the  withdrawal 
of  the  national  forest  land  described  be¬ 
low,  from  all  forms  of  appropriation  un¬ 
der  the  mining  laws  (30  U.S.C.,  Ch.  2), 
but  not  from  leasing  under  the  mineral 
leasing  laws,  subject  to  valid  existing 
rights. 

The  applicant  requests  the  use  of  the 
East  Pine  Reservoir  Area  in  order  to  re¬ 
tain  it  in  Federal  ownership  for  public 
recreation,  administrative  use,  and  to 
safeguard  the  Government’s  present  and 
future  investments  in  the  area. 

For  a  period  of  30  days  from  the  date 
of  publication  of  this  notice,  all  persons 
who  wish  to  submit  comments,  sugges¬ 
tions,  or  objections  in  connection  with 
the  proposed  withdrawal  may  present 
their  views  in  writing  to  the  undersigned 
officer  of  the  Bureau  of  Land  Manage¬ 
ment,  Department  of  the  Interior,  729 
Northeast  Oregon  Street,  Post  Office  Box 
2965,  Portland,  Oreg.  97208. 

The  authorized  officer  of  the  Bureau  of 
Land  Management  will  undertake  such 
investigations  as  are  necessary  to  deter¬ 
mine  the  existing  and  potential  demand 
for  the  land  and  its  resources.  He  will 
also  undertake  negotiations  with  the  ap¬ 
plicant  agency  with  the  view  of  adjust¬ 
ing  the  application  to  reduce  the  area 
to  the  minimum  essential  to  meet  the  ap¬ 
plicant’s  needs,  to  provide  for  the  max¬ 


imum  concurrent  utilization  of  the  land 
for  purposes  other  than  the  applicant’s, 
to  eliminate  land  needed  for  purposes 
more  essential  than  the  applicant’s,  and 
to  reach  agreement  on  the  concurrent 
management  of  the  land  and  its 
resources. 

He  will  also  prepare  a  report  for  con¬ 
sideration  by  the  Secretary  of  the  In¬ 
terior  who  will  determine  whether  or 
not  the  land  will  be  withdrawn  as  re¬ 
quested  by  the  applicant  agency. 

The  determination  of  the  Secretary  on 
the  application  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register.  A  separate  notice  will 
be  sent  to  each  interest^  party  of  record. 

If  circumstances  warrant  it,  a  public 
hearing  will  be  held  at  a  convenient 
time  and  place  which  will  be  announced. 

The  land  involved  in  the  application 
is: 

Willamette  Meridian 

WHITMAN  NATIONAL  FOREST 

East  Pine  Reservoir  Area 


T.  7  S.,  R.  46  E., 

Sec.  16.  SW^NEV4SWI4.  Sy2NW»4SW%, 
SWiASWVi,  NijSEViSWy*.  and  sy^ 
NE'ASEVi: 

Sec.  17.  Si/zSEiA; 

Sec.  20.  Ey2NWi4NE>4.  EV4W>4NW>4NEV4, 
WyjEyaSWViNEVi.  EyjW^SWViNE^, 
ev2NEV4NE»4SW>4.  se»4NE»4SWV4, 
NE»4SE(4SW»4.  EViWy2SE»4SWy4.  NW»4 
NW14SE»4.  and  wy2SW»4NWV4SE»4. 


The  area  described  aggregates  290 
acres. 


Virgil  O.  Seiser, 
Chief,  Branch  of  Lands. 


(F.R.  Doc.  69-2361:  Piled,  Feb.  26.  1969; 
8:47  a.m.) 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Federal  Crop  Insurance  Corporation 

[Notice  41] 

CANNING  AND  FREEZING  PEAS, 
NEZ  PERCE  COUNTY,  IDAHO 

Extension  of  Closing  Date  for  Filing 
of  Applications  for  1969  Crop  Year 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  contained 
in  §  40iri03  of  Title  7  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations,  and  pursuant  to 
paragraph  1  of  the  resolution  adopted 
by  the  Board  of  Directors  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Crop  Insurance  Corporation  on 
March  19,  1954,  the  time  for  filing  ap¬ 
plications  for  canning  and  freezing  pea 
crop  insurance  for  the  1969  crop  year  in 
Nez  Perce  County,  Idaho,  is  hereby  ex¬ 
tended  until  the  close  of  business  on 
March  14,  1969.  Such  applications  re¬ 
ceived  during  this  period  will  be  accepted 
only  after  it  is  determined  that  no  ad¬ 
verse  selectivity  will  result. 

[seal]  Ernest  C.  Neas, 

Acting  Manager,  Federal 
Crop  Insurance  Corporation. 

[F.R.  Doc.  69-2407;  Piled,  Feb.  26,  1969; 
8:50  a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT  DF  CDMMERCE 

Business  and  Defense  Services 
Administration 

STANFORD  UNIVERSITY 

Notice  of  Decision  on  Application  for 
Duty-Free  Entry  of  Scientific  Article 

The  following  is  a  decision  on  an  ap¬ 
plication  for  duty-free  entry  of  a  sciwi- 
tiflc  article  pursuant  to  section  6(c)  of 
the  Educational,  Scientific,  and  Cultural 
Materials  Importation  Act  of  1966  (Pub¬ 
lic  Law  89-651,  80  Stat.  897)  and  the 
regulations  issued  thereunder  (32  PR. 
2433  et  seq.). 

A  copy  of  the  record  pertaining  to  this 
decision  is  available  for  public  review 
during  ordinary  business  hours  of  the 
Department  of  Commerce,  at  the  Scien¬ 
tific  Instrument  Evaluation  Division,  De¬ 
partment  of  Commerce,  Washington, 
DC. 

Docket  No.  69-00172-33-46500.  Appli¬ 
cant:  Stanford  University,  820  Quarry 
Road,  Palo  Alto,  Calif.  94304.  Article: 
Ultramicrotome,  Model  LKB  8800A  and 
Accessories.  Manufacturer:  LKB  Pro- 
dukter  AB,  Sweden.  Intended  use  of  arti¬ 
cle:  The  article  will  be  used  in  the  prep¬ 
aration  of  ultrathin  and  normal  serial 
sections  of  embedded  cortical  tissue  and 
ganglia  to  map  geography  or  synaptic 
connections  of  limited  structural  zones. 
Exact  thickness  is  needed  in  different 
tissues.  The  operator  is  permitted  to 
quickly  and  easily  change  the  cutting 
thickness  from  50  angstrom  units  to  2 
microns.  Comments:  No  comments  have 
been  received  with  respect  to  this  appli¬ 
cation.  Decision:  Application  approved. 
No  instrument  or  apparatus  of  equivalent 
scientific  value  to  the  foreign  article,  for 
the  purposes  for  which  such  article  is 
intended  to  be  used,  is  being  manufac¬ 
tured  in  the  United  States.  Reasons:  (1) 
The  foreign  article  has  a  gruaranteed 
minimum  thickness  capability  of  50 
angstroms.  The  most  closely  comparable 
domestic  instrument  is  the  Model  MT-2 
ultramicrotome  which  is  manufactured 
by  Ivan  Sorvall,  Inc.  (Sorvall).  The 
^rvall  Model  MT-2  has  a  guaranteed 
minimum  thickness  capability  of  100 
angstroms.  The  better  thin  sectioning 
capability  of  the  foreign  article  is  perti¬ 
nent  because  the  thinner  the  section  that 
can  be  examined  under  an  electron 
microscope,  the  more  it  is  possible  to  take 
advantage  of  the  ultimate  resolving 
power  of  the  electron  microscope.  (2) 
The  foreign  article  has  a  thermal  ad¬ 
vance,  whereas  the  Sorvall  Model  MT-2 
has  a  gear  driven  mechanical  advance. 
For  the  purpases  for  which  the  foreign 
article  is  intended  to  be  used,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requires  a  long  series  of  ultrathin 
sections.  We  are  advised  by  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Health,' Elducation,  and  Welfare 
(HETW),  in  its  memorandum  dated  Jan¬ 
uary  24, 1969,  that  only  thermal  advance 
ultramicrotomes  have  F>erformed  satis¬ 
factorily  where  long  series  of  ultrathin 
and  uniform  sections  are  required. 
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For  the  foregoing  reasons,  we  find  that 
the  Sorvall  Model  MT-2  is  not  of  equiv¬ 
alent  scientific  value  to  the  foreign 
article,  for  such  purposes  as  this  article 
Is  intended  to  be  used. 

The  Department  of  Commerce  knows 
of  no  other  Instrument  or  ai^iaratus  of 
equivalent  scientific  value  to  the  foreign 
article,  for  the  piuposes  for  which  such 
article  is  intended  to  be  used,  which  is 
being  manufactured  in  the  United  States. 

Charley  M.  Denton, 
Assistant  Administrator  for  In¬ 
dustry  Operations,  Business 
and  Defense  Services  Ad¬ 
ministration. 

[Pil.  Doc.  69-2336;  Piled,  Peb.  26,  1969; 

8:45  a.m.] 


STATE  UNIVERSITY  OF  NEW  YORK 
AT  STONY  BROOK 
Amendment  to  Notice  of  Decision  on 
Application  for  Duty-Free  Entry  of 
Scientific  Article 

The  following  notice  of  decision  pub¬ 
lished  in  volume  34  No.  29  of  the  Federal 
Register  (Wednesday,  Peb.  12,  1969) 
pursuant  to  section  6(c)  of  the  Educa¬ 
tional,  Scientific,  and  Cultural  Materials 
Importation  Act  of  1966  (Public  Law 
89-651,  80  Stat.  897)  is  hereby  amended 
to  read: 

Docket  No.  69-00156-65-01100  instead 
of  Docket  No.  69-00156-001100. 

Docket  No.  69-00156-65-01100.  Appli¬ 
cant:  State  University  of  New  York  at 
Stony  Brook,  Stony  Brook,  Long  Island, 
N.Y.  11790.  Article:  Particle  size  anal¬ 
yzer.  Manufacturer:  Carl  Zeiss,  Inc., 
West  Germany.  Intended  use  of  article: 
Hie  article  will  be  used  by  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Material  Sciences  in  an  ap¬ 
proved  graduate  program  concerning  the 
Investigation  of  the  physicial  properties 
of  materials.  The  experiments  being  con¬ 
ducted  are  for  determining,  under  a 
broad  spectrum  of  temperature  condi¬ 
tions,  the  electrical  resistivity  of  high 
conductivity  materials.  Also,  the  effect 
of  oxidized  surfaces  on  body  properties 
are  being  investigated.  Comments:  No 
comments  have  been  received  with  re¬ 
spect  to  this  application.  Decision:  Ap¬ 
plication  approved.  No  tnstnunent  or 
apparatus  of  equivalent  scientific  value 
to  the  foreign  article,  for  the  purposes 
for  which  such  article  is  intended  to  be 
used,  is  being  manufactured  in  the  United 
States.  Reasons:  The  foreign  article  is 
Intended  to  be  used  to  study  microphoto¬ 
graphs  of  the  oxidized  surfaces  of  high 
conductivity  materials  for  determining 
imperfection  sizes  as  part  of  an  analysis 
in  the  Investigation  of  the  physical  prop¬ 
erties  of  materials.  We  are  advis^  by 
the  National  Bureau  of  Standards 
(NBS) ,  in  a  memorandum  dated  Novem¬ 
ber  8,  1968,  that  there  is  no  known  do¬ 
mestic  Instrument  which  is  capable  of 
fulfilling  the  purposes  for  which  the 
foreign  apparatus  is  Intended  to  be  used. 

The  Department  of  Commerce  knows 
of  no  other  instrument  or  apparatus  of 
equivalent  scientific  value  to  the  foreign 
article,  for  the  purposes  for  which  such 


article  is  Intended  to  be  used,  udxich  is 
being  manufactured  In  the  Utaftod  States. 

Charixy  M.  Denton, 
Assistant  Administrator  for  In¬ 
dustry  Operations,  Business 
and  Defense  Services  Ad¬ 
ministration. 

[FH.  Doc.  69-2336;  FUed,  Feb.  26,  1969; 

8:46  a.m.] 


PUBLIC  HEALTH  SERVICE  HOSPITAL 

Notice  of  Decision  on  Application  for 
Duty-Free  Entry  of  Scientific  Article 

The  following  is  a  decision  on  an  ap¬ 
plication  for  duty-free  entry  of  a  scien¬ 
tific  article  pursuant  to  section  6(c)  of 
the  Educational,  Scientific,  and  Cultural 
Materials  Importation  Act  of  1966 
(Piiblic  Law  89-651,  80  Stat.  897)  and 
the  regulations  Issued  thereunder  (32 
P  Jl.  2433  et  seq.) . 

A  copy  of  the  record  pertaining  to  this 
decision  is  available  for  public  review 
during  ordinary  business  hours  of  the 
Department  of  Commerce,  at  the  Scien¬ 
tific  Instrument  Evaluation  Division,  De¬ 
partment  of  Commerce,  Washington, 
D.C. 

Docket  No.  69-00173-33-46500.  AppU- 
cant:  U.S.  Public  Health  Service  Hos¬ 
pital,  Bay  Street  and  Vanderbilt  Avenue, 
Staten  Island,  N.Y.  10304.  Article;  Ultra¬ 
microtome,  Model  IjKB  4800A  Ultrotome 
I.  Manufacturer:  LKB  Produkter  AB, 
Sweden.  Intended  use  of  article:  The 
article  will  be  used  for  thin  sectioning 
biopsies  of  human  and  animal  kidney 
for  viewing  with  the  electron  microscope. 
Since  the  amount  of  tissue  available  is 
usually  quite  limited,  the  study  requires 
an  ultramicrotome  capable  of  sdelding 
series  of  sections  of  equal  thickness.  It 
must  be  able  to  easily  cut  sections  of 
thickness  from  50  angstroms  to  2  mi¬ 
crons.  Comments:  No  comments  have 
been  received  with  respect  to  this  appli¬ 
cation.  Decision:  Application  approved. 
No  instrument  or  apparatus  of  equiva¬ 
lent  scientific  value  to  the  foreign  article, 
for  such  purposes  as  this  article  is  in¬ 
tended  to  be  used,  is  being  manufactured 
in  the  United  States.  Reasons:  (1)  The 
foreign  article  has  a  minimum  thickness 
capability  of  50  angstroms.  The  most 
closely  comparable  domestic  instrument 
is  the  Model  MT-2  ultramicrotome  man¬ 
ufactured  by  Ivan  Sorvall,  Inc.  (Sorvall) , 
which  provides  a  minimum  thickness 
capability  of  100  angstroms.  The  better 
thin  sectioning  capability  of  the  foreign 
article  is  pertinent  because  the  thinner 
the  section  that  can  be  examined  under 
an  electron  microscope,  the  more  is  it 
possible  to  take  advantage  of  the  ulti¬ 
mate  resolving  power  of  the  electron 
microscope.  (2)  The  foreign  article  has 
a  thermal  advance,  whereas  the  Sorvall 
Model  MT-2  has  a  gear  driven  mechan¬ 
ical  advance.  For  the  purposes  for  which 
the  foreign  article  is  Intended  to  be  used, 
the  applicant  requires  a  long  series  ot 
xiltrathin  sections.  We  are  advised  by 
the  Department  of  Health,  Educatimi, 
and  Welfare  (HEW) ,  in  its  memorandxun 


dated  January  24,  1969,  that  only  ther¬ 
mal  advance  ultramicrotmnes  have  per¬ 
formed  satisfactorily  where  long  series 
of  ultrathin  and  uniform  sections  are 
required. 

For  the  foregoing  reasons,  we  find  that 
the  Sorvall  Model  MT-2  is  not  of  equiv¬ 
alent  scientific  value  to  the  foreign  ar¬ 
ticle,  for  such  purposes  as  this  article 
is  Intended  to  1^  used. 

The  Department  of  Commerce  knows 
of  no  other  Instrument  or  apparatus  of 
equivalent  scientific  value  to  the  foreign 
article,  for  the  purposes  for  which  such 
article  is  intended  to  be  used,  which  is 
being  manufactured  in  the  United  States. 

Charley  M.  Denton, 
Assistant  Administrator  for  In¬ 
dustry  Operations,  Business 
and  Defense  Services  Admin¬ 
istration. 

[FJl.  Doc.  69-2337;  Filed,  Feb.  26,  1969; 

8:45  ajn.] 


UNIVERSITY  OF  HAWAII 

Amendment  to  Notice  of  Decision  on 
*  Application  for  Duty-Free  Entry  of 

Scientific  Article 

The  following  notice  of  decision  pub¬ 
lished  in  volume  34,  No.  29  of  the  Federal 
Register  (Wednesday,  February  12, 
1969)  pursuant  to  section  6(c)  of  the 
Education,  Scientific,  and  Cultural 
Materials  Importation  Act  of  1966 
(Public  Law  89-651,  80  Stat.  897)  is 
hereby  amended  to  read; 

Docket  No.  69-00139-33-41400  instead 
of  Docket  No.  69-00139-33-46040. 

Docket  No.  69-00139-33-41400.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  University  of  Hawaii  Medical 
School,  c/o  Leahi  Hosptial,  3675  Kilaueau 
Avenue,  Honolulu,  Hawaii  96816.  Article: 
Electric  microtome  knife  sharpener. 
Model  “MN-61”.  Manufacturer:  Sakura 
Finetechnical  Co.,  Ltd.,  Japan.  Intended 
use  of  article:  The  article  will  be  used  to 
maintain  special  histotechnical  knives 
employed  at  the  institution.  Comments: 
No  comments  have  been  received  with 
respect  to  this  application.  Decision: 
Application  approved.  No  instrument  or 
apparatus  of  equivalent  scientific  value 
to  the  foreign  article,  for  such  purposes 
as  the  article  is  intended  to  be  used,  is 
being  manufactured  in  the  United 
States.  Reasons;  The  foreign  article  is 
intended  for  refinishing  special  histo- 
chemical  ultramicrotome  knives  having  a 
length  of  250  millimeters.  In  addition  to 
having  the  capability  to  handle  250  milli¬ 
meter  ultramicrotome  knives,  the  foreign 
article  is  completely  automatically 
operated  and  is  designed  for  use  with  an 
oil-abrasive  combination.  In  nonauto¬ 
matic  operation,  the  pressure  of  the 
hone  on  the  knife  and  the  speed  of  the 
hone  are  subject  to  considerable  varia¬ 
tion  because  these  depend  on  the  hand 
movements  of  the  operator.  The  oil- 
abrasive  combinations  avoid  the  prob- 
lons  of  rust  which  are  inherent  in  water- 
abrasive  combinations.  We  are  advised 
by  the  Department  of  Health,  Education, 
and  Welfare  that  the  above-described 
three  characteristics  of  the  foreign 
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article  are  pertinent  to  the  purposes  for 
which  the  foreign  article  is  intended  to  be 
used. 

The  Depai-tment  of  Commerce  knows 
of  no  comparable  ultramicrotome  knife 
sharpener  being  manufactured  in  the 
United  States,  which  combines  these 
three  characteristics  in  a  single 
apparatus. 

Charley  M.  Denton, 
Assistant  Administrator  for 
Industry  Operations,  Business 
and  Defense  Services  Admin¬ 
istration. 

|FJt.  Doc.  69-2338;  Piled,  Peb.  26,  1969; 

8:45  a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDU¬ 
CATION,  AND  WELFARE 

Food  and  Drug  Administration 

[Docket  No.  PDC-D-122;  NDA  No.  10-491] 

LEMMON  PHARMACAL  CO. 

Anergex  (Poisonoak  Extract  for  In¬ 
fection);  Notice  of  Opportunity  for 
Hearing 

In  an  announcement  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  of  September  5,  1968 
(33  F.R.  12588),  the  holder  of  the  new- 
drug  application  for  Anergex  (Poisonoak 
Extract)  for  Injection,  as  well  as  any 
other  interested  person,  was  invited  to 
submit  data  that  might  be  pertinent  to 
the  question  of  effectiveness  of  the  drug. 
The  information  received,  considered  to¬ 
gether  with  the  other  available  informa¬ 
tion,  does  not  provide  substantial  evi¬ 
dence  of  effectiveness  of  the  drug  for  its 
recommended  use  in  man. 

Therefore,  notice  is  hereby  given  to 
Lemmon  Pharmacal  Co.  (Mulford 
Laboratories  Division),  Sellersville,  Pa. 
18960,  and  to  any  interested  person  who 
may  be  adversely  affected,  that  the  Com¬ 
missioner  of  Food  and  Drugs  proposes 
to  issue  an  order,  under  the  provisions 
of  section  505(e)  of  the  Federal  Food, 
Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (21  U.S.C.  355 
(e) ) ,  withdrawing  approval  of  new-drug 
application  No.  10-491  and  all  amend¬ 
ments  and  supplements  thereto  held  by 
Lemmon  Pharmacal  Co.  for  the  drug 
Anergex  (Poisonoak  Extract)  for  In¬ 
jection  containing  per  milliliter  40  milli¬ 
grams  of  extractive  substances  obtained 
from  Toxicodendron  quercifolium,  on 
the  grounds  that:  New  information  be¬ 
fore  the  Commissioner  with  respect  to 
such  drug,  evaluated  together  with  the 
evidence  available  to  him  when  the  ap¬ 
plication  was  approved,  shows  that  there 
is  a  lack  of  substantial  evidence  that  this 
drug  has  the  effect  it  purports  or  is  rep¬ 
resented  to  have  under  the  conditions 
of  use  prescribed,  recommended,  or  sug¬ 
gested  in  its  labeling. 

In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
section  505  of  the  Act  (21  U.S.C.  355)  and 
the  regulations  promulgated  thereunder 
(21  CFR  Part  130),  the  Commissioner 
will  give  the  applicant,  and  any  interested 
person  who  would  be  adversely  affected 
by  an  order  withdrawing  such  approval. 


an  opportunity  for  a  hearing  at  which 
times  such  persons  may  produce  evidence 
and  arguments  to  show  why  approval  of 
new-drug  application  No.  10-491  should 
not  be  withdrawn.  Promulgation  of  the 
order  will  cause  any  drug  for  human  use 
containing  extractive  substances  ob¬ 
tained  from  Toxicodendron  quercifolium 
and  recommended  for  the  same  condi¬ 
tions  of  use,  to  be  a  new  drug  for  which 
an  approved  new-drug  application  is  not 
in  effect.  Any  such  drug  then  on  the 
market  would  be  subject  to  regulatory 
proceedings. 

Within  30  days  from  the  date  of  pub¬ 
lication  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register,  such  persons  are  required  to 
file  with  the  Hearing  Clerk,  Department 
of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare,  Of¬ 
fice  of  the  (General  Counsel,  Food,  Drug, 
and  Environmental  Health  Division, 
Room  5440,  330  Independence  Avenue 
SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20201,  a  written 
api>earance  electing  whether: 

1.  To  avail  themselves  of  the  oppor¬ 
tunity  for  a  hearing;  or 

2.  Not  to  avail  themselves  of  the  op¬ 
portunity  for  a  hearing. 

If  such  persons  elect  not  to  avail  them¬ 
selves  of  the  opportunity  for  a  hearing, 
the  Commissioner  without  further  notice 
will  enter  a  final  order  withdrawing  the 
approval  of  the  new-drug  application. 

Failure  of  such  persons  to  file  such  a 
written  appearance  of  election  within 
30  days  following  the  date  of  publication 
of  this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register 
will  be  construed  as  an  election  by  such 
persons  not  to  avail  themselves  of  the 
opportunity  for  a  hearing. 

The  hearing  contemplated  by  this  no¬ 
tice  will  be  open  to  the  public  except  that 
any  iwrtion  of  the  hearing  that  concerns 
a  method  or  process  which  the  Commis¬ 
sioner  finds  is  entitled  to  protection  as  a 
trade  secret  will  not  be  open  to  the  pub¬ 
lic,  unless  the  respondent  specifies  other¬ 
wise  in  his  appearance. 

If  such  persons  elect  to  avail  them¬ 
selves  of  the  opportunity  for  a  hearing 
by  filing  a  timely  written  appearance  of 
election,  a  hearing  examiner  will  be 
named  by  the  Commissioner  and  he  shall 
issue  a  written  notice  of  the  time  and 
place  for  the  hearing. 

This  notice  is  issued  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Federal  Food,  Drug, 
and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec.  505, 52  Stat.  1052- 
53,  as  amended:  21  U.S.C.  355)  and  under 
authority  delegated  to  the  Commissioner 
(21  CFR  2.120). 

Dated:  February  19,  1969. 

Herbert  L.  Ley,  Jr., 
Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs. 

[P.R.  Doc.  69-2354;  Piled,  Peb.  26,  1969; 

8:46  a.m.] 


STEIN,  HALL  &  CO.,  INC. 

Notice  of  Filing  of  Petition  for  Food 
Additive  Acrylamide-Acrylic  Acid 
Resin 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec. 
409(b)(5),  72  Stat.  1786;  21  U.S.C,  348 


(b)(5)),  notice  is  given  that  a  petition 
has  been  filed  by  Stein,  Hall  &  Co.,  Inc., 
605  Third  Avenue,  New  York,  N.Y.  lOOie! 
proposing  the  issuance  of  a  food  additive 
regulation  (21  CFR  Part  121,  Subpart 
C)  to  provide  for  the  safe  use  of  aery], 
amide-acrylic  acid  resin  as  a  suspending 
agent  in  aqueous  solutions  of  premixes 
to  be  sprayed  or  otherwise  added  in  the 
manufacture  of  mixed  animal  feeds. 

Dated:  February  19, 1969. 

R.  E.  Duggan, 

Acting  Associate  Commissioner 
for  Compliance. 

[P.R.  Doc.  69-2355;  Piled,  Peb.  26,  1969; 

8:47  am.] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HOUSING  AND 
URDAN  DEVELOPMENT 

Office  of  the  Secretary 

FEDERAL  INSURANCE  ADMINISTRA¬ 
TOR  AND  DEPUTY  FEDERAL  IN¬ 
SURANCE  ADMINISTRATOR 

Delegations  of  Authority 

Section  A.  Authority  delegated  with 
respect  to  the  national  insurance  devel¬ 
opment  program.  The  Federal  Insurance 
Administrator  and  the  Deputy  Federal 
Insurance  Administrator  each  is  hereby 
authorized  to  exercise  the  power  and 
authority  of  the  Secretary  of  Housing 
and  Urban  Development  with  respect  to 
the  national  insurance  development  pro¬ 
gram  under  title  XII  of  the  National 
Housing  Act  (as  added  by  the  Urban 
Property  Protection  and  Reinsurance  Act 
of  1968,  12  U.S.C.  1749bbb— 1749bbb-21) 
except  the  authority  to: 

1.  Appoint  members  of  the  Advisory 
Board  and  take  other  action  under  sec¬ 
tion  1202(a)  of  the  National  Housing  Act 
(12U.S.C.  1749bbb-l). 

2.  Establish  and  administer  the  Na¬ 
tional  Insurance  Development  Fund  un¬ 
der  section  1233  (12  U.S.C.  1749bbb-13). 

3.  Audit  and  examine  the  records  of 
insurers  or  others  imder  section  1234(d) 
(12  U.S.C.  1749bbb-14). 

4.  Submit  the  results  of  the  study  of 
reinsurance  and  other  programs,  to¬ 
gether  with  recommendations,  under  sec¬ 
tion  1235(b)  (12  U.S.C.  1749bbb-15(b)). 

5.  Exercise  the  powers  under  section 
402(a)  of  the  Housing  Act  of  1950  (12 
U.S.C.  1749a(a)),  applicable  imder  sec¬ 
tion  1237  of  the  National  Housing  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  1749bbb-17). 

6.  Sue  and  be  sued  imder  section  402 
(c)(3)  of  the  Housing  Act  of  1950  (12 
U.S.C.  1749a(c)  (3) ),  applicable  under 
section  1237  of  the  National  Housing  Act 
(12  U.S.C.  1749bbb-17). 

7.  Borrow  from  the  Treasury  funds  for 
losses  under  title  XII,  under  section  520 

(b)  (2)  of  the  National  Housing  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  1735d(b) (2)). 

8.  In  the  case  of  the  Deputy  Federal, 
Insurance  Administrator,  issue  rules  and 
regulations  under  section  402(c)  (1)  of 
the  Housing  Act  of  1950  (12  U.S.C,  1749a 

(c) (1)),  applicable  under  section  1237 
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of  the  National  Housing  Act  (12  UJ3.C. 
1749bbb-17). 

Sec.  B.  Authority  delegated  tenth  re¬ 
spect  to  the  national  flood  insurance  pro¬ 
gram.  The  Federal  Insurance  Adminis¬ 
trator  and  the  Deputy  Federal  Insurance 
Administrator  each  is  further  authorized 
to  exercise  the  power  and  authority  of 
the  Secrets^ry  of  Housing  and  Urban 
Development  with  respect  to  the  na¬ 
tional  flood  insurance  program  under  the 
National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (42 
U.S.C.  4001-4127)  except  the  authority 
to: 

1.  Borrow  funds  from  the  Treasury 
under  the  Federal  Flood  Insurance  Act  of 
1956,  as  amended  by  section  1303  of  the 
National  Flood  Insurance  Act,  and  un¬ 
der  section  1309  of  the  National  Flood 
Insurance  Act  (42  U.S.C.  2414(e)  and 
4016). 

2.  Establish  and  administer  the  Na¬ 
tional  Flood  Insurance  Fund  under  sec¬ 
tion  1310  (42  U.S.C.  4017). 

3.  Appoint,  and  fix  the  rate  of  com¬ 
pensation  of  members  of,  a  flood  insur¬ 
ance  advisory  committee  under  section 
1318  (42  U.S.C.  4025). 

4.  Report  on  program  operations,  in 
the  annual  report  to  the  President,  under 
section  1320  (42  U.S.C.  4027). 

5.  Make  the  determination  concerning 
Federal  operation  of  the  program  and 
the  report  to  Congress  imder  section  1340 
(42  U.S.C.  4071). 

6.  Be  sued  under  section  1341  (42  U.S.C. 
4072). 

7.  Audit  and  examine  the  records  of 
flood  insurance  pools  and  insurance  com¬ 
panies  or  other  private  organizations 
under  section  1348(b)  (42  U.S.C.  4084 
(b)). 

8.  In  the  case  of  the  Deputy  Federal 
Insurance  Administrator,  issue  rules  and 
regulations. 

Sec.  C.  Authority  delegated  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  Southeast  Hurricane  Disas¬ 
ter  Relief  Act.  The  Federal  Insiutince 
Administrator  and  the  Deputy  Federal 
Insurance  Administrator  each  is  author¬ 
ized  to  exercise  the  authority  of  the 
Secretary  of  Housing  and  Urban  Devel¬ 
opment  with  respect  to  the  study  of  al¬ 
ternative  prQgrams  to  provide  financial 
assistance  to  those  siiffering  property 
losses  in  natural  disasters,  imder  section 
5  of  the  Southeast  Hurricane  Disaster 
ReUef  Act  of  1965  (79  Stat.  1301) . 

Sec.  D.  Authority  to  redelegate.  The 
Federal  •  Insurance  Administrator  and 
the  Deputy  Federal  Insurance  Adminis¬ 
trator  each  is  authorized  to  redelegate  to 
subordinate  employees  any  of  the  power 
and  authority  delegated  under  sections 
A,  B,  and  C,  except,  in  the  case  of  the 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator,  the 
authority  to  issue  rules  and  regulations. 

Sec.  E.  Authority  to  designate  Acting 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator  and 
acting  subordinate  officials.  The  Federal 
Insurance  Administrator  is  further  au¬ 
thorized  to: 

1.  Designate  one  or  more  subordinate 
employees  to  serve  as  Acting  Federal  In¬ 
surance  Administrator  during  the  ab¬ 
sence  of  the  Administrator. 


2.  Designate  one  or  more  subordinate 
employees  to  serve  as  acting  head  of  an 
organizational  unit  under  the  Adminis¬ 
trator  during  the  absence  of  Oie  head  of 
a  unit  or  during  a  vacancy  in  the 
position. 

Sec.  F.  Supersedure.  The  delegations 
of  authority  under  sections  A,  D,  and  E 
supersede  the  delegations  effective  Au¬ 
gust  1,  1968  (33  F.R.  11794,  Aug.  20, 
1968) . 

(Sec.  7(d),  Department  of  HUD  Act  of  1965, 
42  U.S.C.' 3535(d)) 

Effective  date.  This  document  shall  be 
effective  as  of  February  27,  1969. 

George  Romney, 
Secretary  of  Housing  and 
Urban  Development. 

(P.R.  Doc.  69-2409;  Piled,  Peb.  26,  1969; 
8:50  a.m.J  ^ 


DIRECTOR,  OFFICE  OF  URBAN 
TECHNOLOGY  AND  RESEARCH 

Revocation  of  Delegation  of 
Authority 

Section  A,  5,  of  the  delegations  of 
authority  to  the  Director,  Office  of 
Urban  Technology  and  Research,  effec¬ 
tive  June  30,  1967  (32  F.R.  9325,  June  30, 
1967) ,  with  respect  to  the  authority  under 
section  5  of  the  Southeast  Hurricane 
Disaster  Relief  Act  of  1955,  is  hereby 
revoked. 

(Sec.  7(d),  Department  of  HUD  Act  of  1966, 
42  U.S.C.  3535(d)) 

Effective  date.  This  revocation  shall  be 
effective  as  of  February  27,  1969. 

George  Romney, 
Secretary  of  Housing  and 
Urban  Development. 

[P.R.  Doc.  69-2410;  FUed,  Peb.  26,  1969; 
8:50  a.m.] 

DEPARTMENT  OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

National  Transportation  Safety  Board 

(Docket  No.  SS-R^] 

ACCIDENT  AT  LAUREL,  MISS. 
Notice  of  Hearing 

In  the  matter  of  investigation  of  acci¬ 
dent  involving  derailment  with  subse¬ 
quent  fire  and  explosions  of  Southern 
Railway  Train  at  Laurel,  Miss.,  on 
January  25,  1969,  Docket  No.  SS-R-4. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  an  Accident 
Investigation  Hearing  on  the  above 
matter  will  be  held  commencing  at  9 
a.m.,  c.s.t.,  on  March  4, 1969,  in  the  Sun  ’n 
Sand  Motel  in  Jackson,  Miss. 

Dated  this  7th  day  of  February  1969. 

John  H.  Reed, 
Chairman.  Board  of  Inquiry. 

[P.B.  Doc.  69-2379;  Plied,  Feb.  26,  1969; 
8:49  a.m.] 


ATOMIC  ENERGY  COMMISSION 

ASSISTANT  GENERAL  MANAGER  FOR 
MILITARY  APPLICATION  ET  AL. 

Notice  of  Basic  Compensation 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  5  U.S.C. 
5364,  the  salaries  of  the  following  posi¬ 
tions,  established  by  the  Atomic  Energy 
Act  of  1954,  as  amended,  were  adjusted 
from  $28,000  to  $30,239  per  annum,  ef¬ 
fective  February  23, 1969: 

Authorizing 
section  of  Atomic 
Energy  Act  of 

Title  of  position  1954,  as  amended 

Assistant  General  Man-  Section  26a. 

ager  for  Military  Ap¬ 
plication,  and  Program 
Division  Directors. 

Director,  Division  of  In-  Section  26c. 

spectlon. 

Executive  Management  Section  25d. 

Positions. 

Dated:  February  20, 1969. 

W.  B.  McCool, 
Secretary. 

(P.R.  Doc.  69-2333;  Filed,  Feb.  26,  1969; 
8:45  am.] 

[Docket  No.  50-252] 

UNIVERSITY  OF  NEW  MEXICO 

Notice  of  Issuance  of  Facility  License 
Amendment 

The  Atomic  Energy  Commission  (“the 
Commission”)  has  issued  Amendment 
No.  1,  as  set  forth  below,  to  Facility  Li¬ 
cense  No.  Rr-102  to  The  University  of 
New  Mexico.  The  license  authorizes  the 
University  to  possess,  use  and  operate  a 
Model  AGN-201,  Serial  No.  112,  nuclear 
reactor  in  Nuclear  Engineering  Labora¬ 
tory  Building  No.  108  on  the  University’s 
campus  in  Albuquerque,  N.  Mex.,  at 
power  levels  up  to  a  maximum  of  100 
milliwatts  (0.1  watt). 

The  amendment  authorizes  the  Uni¬ 
versity  to  (1)  move  the  reactor  to  Nu¬ 
clear  Engineering  Laboratory  Building 
No.  109,  which  is  90  yards  from  its  pres¬ 
ent  location  on  the  campus,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  procedures  described  in  the 
application  for  license  amendment  dated 
November  11, 1968,  and  this  amendment, 
and  (2)  subsequently  operate  the  reactor 
in  the  new  location  at  its  presently  au¬ 
thorized  power  level  of  100  milliwatts. 
The  amendment  is  effective  as  of  the 
date  of  issuance. 

The  Commission  has  issued  the  Uni¬ 
versity  an  amendment  to  its  indemnity 
agreement  which  will  be  executed  by 
the  University  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  Part  140  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  regulations. 

The  "Commission  has  found  that  prior 
public  notice  of  proposed  issuance  of 
this  license  amendment  is  not  necessary 
in  the  public  interest  since  the  relocation 
of  the  reactor  and  its  subsequent  opera¬ 
tion  do  not  involve  significant  hazard 
considerations  different  from  those  pre¬ 
viously  evaluated. 
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Within  fifteen  (15)  days  from  the  date 
of  publication  of  this  notice  In  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register,  the  applicant  may  file  a 
request  for  a  heariiig  and  any  person 
whose  interest  may  be  affected  by  the 
issuance  of  this  amendment  may  file 
a  petition  for  leave  to  intervene.  A  re¬ 
quest  for  a  hearing  and  petitions  to  in¬ 
tervene  shall  be  filed  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  the  Commission’s  rules 
of  practice,  10  CFR  Part  2.  If  a  request 
for  a  hearing  or  a  petition  for  leave  to 
intervene  is  filed  within  the  time  pre¬ 
scribed  in  this  notice,  the  Commission 
will  issue  a  notice  of  hearing  or  an  ap¬ 
propriate  order. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to 
this  amendment,  see  (1)  The  University 
of  New  Mexico’s  application  dated  No¬ 
vember  11, 1968,  and  (2)  a  related  Safety 
Evaluation  prepared  by  the  Division  of 
Reactor  Licensing,  both  of  which  are 
available  for  public  inspection  at  the 
Commission’s  Public  Document  Room, 
1717  H  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  A 
copy  of  item  (2)  may  be  obtained  at  the 
Commission’s  Public  Document  Room  or 
upon  request  addressed  to  the  U.S. 
Atomic  Energy  Commission,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20545,  Attention:  Director, 
Division  of  Reactor  Licensing,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C, 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Md.,  this  17th  day 
of  February  1969. 

For  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

Donald  J.  Skovholt, 
Assistant  Director  for  Reactor 
Operations,  Division  of  Re¬ 
actor  Licensing. 

Amendment  to  Facilitt  License 


2.  Authorize  the  University  to  operate  the 
reactor  at  Its  new  location  at  steady-state 
power  levels  up  to  a  maximum  of  100  milli¬ 
watts  In  accordance  with  the  terms  and  con¬ 
ditions  contained  In  License  No.  R-102. 

This  license  amendment  Is  effective  as  of 
the  date  of  Issuance. 

Date  of  Issuance:  February  17,  1969. 

For  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

Donald  J.  Skovholt, 
Assistant  Director  for  Reactor  Oper¬ 
ations,  Division  of  Reactor  Li¬ 
censing. 

[F.R.  Doc.  69-2334;  Filed,  Feb.  26,  1969; 

8:45  am..] 


CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

[Docket  No.  18496;  Order  89-2-109] 

CITY  OF  LINCOLN,  NEBR.  AND  AIR¬ 
PORT  AUTHORITY  OF  LINCOLN, 
NEBR. 

Order  Regarding  Additional  Certified 
New  Air  Services 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  oflBce  in  Washington,  D.C., 
on  the  20th  day  of  February  1969. 

Application  of  the  city  of  Lincoln, 
Nebr.,  and  the  airport  authority  of  the 
city  of  Lincoln,  Nebr.,  for  additional  cer¬ 
tificated  new  air  services. 

On  December  23,  1968,  Lincoln,  Nebr., 
filed  a  petition  for  reconsideration  of  the 
Board’s  order  68-12-12  which  denied  a 
motion  requesting  immediate  hearing  on 
its  application  for  improved  air  service 
to  certain  cities.  United  Air  Lines  and 
the  Bureau  of  Operating  Rights  filed 
answers  in  opposition  to  Lincoln’s 
petition. 


[Docket  No.  18650;  Order  69-2-83] 

INTERNATIONAL  AIR  TRANSPORT 
ASSOaATION 

Order  Regarding  Specific  Commodity 
Rates 

Issued  under  delegated  authority  on 
February  18, 1969. 

An  agreement  has  been  filed  with  the 
Board  pursuant  to  section  412(a)  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (the  Act) 
and  Part  261  of  the  Board’s  economic 
regulations,  between  various  air  carriers, 
foreign  air  carriers,  and  other  carriers,, 
embodied  in  the  resolutions  of  the  Joint 
Conferences  of  the  International  Air 
Transport  Association  (lATA) .  The 
agreement,  which  has  been  assigned  the 
above-designated  CAB  agreement  num¬ 
ber,  was  adopted  by  the  Seventh  Meeting 
of  the  Joint  Specific  Commodity  Rates 
Committee,  held  in  Geneva,  November 
12,  through  November  15,  1968. 

Basically,  the  agreement,  as  it  applies 
in  air  transportation,  extends  for  a  fur¬ 
ther  period  of  effectiveness  certain  spe¬ 
cific  commodity  rates,  under  current  or 
amended  descriptions,  adopted  since  the 
Sixth  Meeting  of  the  Joint  Specific  Com¬ 
modity  Rates  Committee  held  in  New 
York,  February  6,  through  February  9, 
1968.  The  agreement  also  names  rates  to 
added  ixiints  under  existing  commodity 
descriptions,  and  it  proposes  reduced 
rates  imder  several  new  commodity  de¬ 
scriptions,  as  set  forth  in  the  attachment 
hereto.^ 

Pursuant  to  authority  duly  delegated 
by  the  Board  in  the  Board’s  regulations, 
14  CFR  385.14,  it  is  not  foimd  that  the 
subject  agreement  is  adverse  to  the  pub- 


[Llcense  R-102,  Arndt.  1] 

The  Atomic  Energy  Commission  (“the 
Commission”)  has  found  that: 

1.  The  application  dated  November  11, 
1968,  complies  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954,  as  amended,  and 
the  Commission’s  regulations  set  forth  in 
•ntle  10,  Chapter  I,  CFR: 

2.  The  University  of  New  Mexico  is  finan¬ 
cially  and  technically  qualified  to  undertake 
the  relocation  and  subsequent  operation  of 
the  reactor  as  described  in  the  application; 

3.  The  University  of  New  Mexico  has  sub¬ 
mitted  sufficient  information  to  provide 
reasonable  assurance  that  the  reactor  can  be 
relocated  and  curated  at  the  new  location 
without  endangering  the  health  and  safety 
of  the  public;  and 

4.  The  relocation  of  the  reactor  and  pos¬ 
session,  use  and  operation  of  the  reactor  will 
not  be  inimical  to  the  common  defense  and 
security  or  to  the  health  and  safety  of  the 
public. 

Facility  License  No.  R-102,  which  author¬ 
izes  The  University  of  New  Mexico  (“the 
University”)  to  operate  its  Model  AGN-201, 
Serial  No.  112,  nuclear  reactor  on  its  cam¬ 
pus  in  Albuquerque,  N.  Mex.,  Is  hereby 
amended  to: 

1.  Authorize  the  University  to  move  the 
reactor  from  its  present  location  In  Nuclear 
Engineering  Laboratory  Building  No.  108  to 
Nuclear  Engineering  Laboratory  Building  No. 
100  of  the  Engineering  Center  on  the  Uni¬ 
versity’s  campus  In  accordance  with  the  pro¬ 
cedures  described  In  the  application  for 
license  amendment  dated  November  11,  1968. 


In  the  order  68-12-12,  we  indicated 
that  Lincoln’s  needs  for  improved  service 
would  be  considered  in  a  proceeding 
which  will  be  instituted  as  soon  as  prac¬ 
ticable  after  the  Service  to  Omaha  and 
Des  Moines  Case  is  concluded.  In  view 
of  the  fact  that  the  Omaha  case  is  now 
before  an  examiner  of  the  Board  for 
decision,  we  have  reconsidered  our  earlier 
determination  and  have  concluded  that 
hearing  on  Lincoln’s  application  need  not 
await  completion  of  the  Omaha  case. 
While  we  are  not  prepared  to  hear  Lin¬ 
coln’s  application  in^ediately,  we  ex¬ 
pect  to  reach  that  application  in  the 
reasonably  near  future. 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  That: 

1.  Lincoln’s  petition  for  reconsidera¬ 
tion  of  the  Board’s  order  68-12-12  be  and 
hereby  is  granted; 

2.  The  application  of  Lincoln,  Nebr., 
Docket  18496,  shall  be  set  for  hearing 
before  an  examiner  of  the  Board  at 
a  time  and  place  to  be  hereafter 
designated. 

This  order  shall  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

[seal]  Harold  R.  Sanderson, 
Secretary. 

[PJl.  Doc.  69-2396;  Filed,  Feb.  26,  1969; 

8:50  a.m.] 


lie  Interest  or  In  violation  of  the  Act: 
Provided,  That  approval  thereof  is  con¬ 
ditioned  as  hereinafter  ordered. 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  That: 

Agreement  CAB  20745  be  approved: 
Promded,  That  approval  shall  not  con¬ 
stitute  approval  of  the  specific  commod¬ 
ity  descriptions  contained  therein  for 
purposes  of  tariff  publication. 

Persons  entitled  to  petition  the  Board 
for  review  of  this  order,  pursuant  to  the 
Board’s  regulations,  14  CFR  385.50,  may 
file  such  petitions  within  10  days  after 
the  date  of  service  of  this  order. 

This  order  shall  be  effective  and  be¬ 
come  the  action  of  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  upon  expiration  of  the  above  pe¬ 
riod,  unless  within  such  period  a  petition 
for  review  thereof  is  filed,  or  the  Board 
gives  notice  that  it  will  review  this  order 
on  its  own  motion. 

This  order  will  be  published  in  the 

Federal  Registeil 

[seal]  Mabel  McCart, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  69-2397;  PUed,  Feb.  26,  1969; 

8:50  ajn.] 


'  Filed  as  part  of  the  original  document. 
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[Docket  No.  18807] 

north  central  airlines,  INC 

Notice  of  Prehearing'  Conference 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  a  prehear¬ 
ing  conference  in  the  above-entitled 
matter  is  assigned  to  be  held  on  March 
20  1969,  at  10  a.m.,  e.s.t.,  in  Room  1027, 
Universal  Building,  1825  Connecticut 
Avenue  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.,  before 
Examiner  Edward  T.  Stodola. 

In  order  to  facilitate  the  conduct  of 
the  conference  interested  parties  are  in¬ 
structed  to  submit  to  the  examiner  and 
other  parties  on  or  before  March  12, 
1969,  (1)  motions  pertaining  to  the 
scope  of  the  proceeding:  (2)  proposed 
statements  of  issues:  (3)  proposed  stipu¬ 
lations:  (4)  requests  for  information: 
(5)  statements  of  positions  of  parties: 
and  (6)  proposed  procedural  dates. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  February 
20, 1969. 

[SEAL]  Thomas  L.  Wrenn, 

Chief  Examiner. 

[P.R.  Doc.  69-2398;  Plied,  Feb.  26,  1969; 

8:50  a.m.] 


[Docket  No.  20305;  Order  69-2-105] 

NORTH  CENTRAL  AIRLINES,  INC. 

Order  Regarding  Certificate  of  Public 
Convenience  and  Necessity 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  oflBce  in  Washington,  D.C., 
on  the  20th  day  of  February  1969. 

On  September  30,  1968,  North  Central 
Airlines,  Inc.  (North  Central),  filed  an 
application  pursuant  to  Subpart  M  of 
the  rules  of  practice  for  removal  of  con¬ 
dition  4(a)  of  its  certificate  for  Route 
86  so  as  to  permit  nonstop  service  be¬ 
tween  Minneapolis/St.  Paul,  Minn.,  and 
Chicago,  HI.,  subject  to  the  condition 
which  would  require  all  nonstop  flights 
to  originate  or  terminate  at  a  point  west 
of  Minneapolis /St.  Paul,  Minn.‘ 

Answers  in  opposition  to  the  applica¬ 
tion  were  filed  by  United  Air  Lines,  Inc., 
and  Northwest  Airlines,  Inc.,  North  Cen¬ 
tral  filed  a  consolidated  reply  to  both 
answers. 

Upon  consideration  of  the  foregoing 
pleadings  and  all  the  relevant  facts,  the 
Board  has  determined  that  there  is  a 
sufiQcient  basis  for  setting  North  Central’s 
application  for  hearing. 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  That; 

The  application  of  North  Central  Air¬ 
lines,  Inc.,  in  Docket  20305,  be  and  it 
hereby  is  set  down  for  hearing  before 
an  examiner  of  the  Board  at  a  time  and 
place  to  be  hereafter  designated. 


'The  Board  did  not  take  action  to  sum¬ 
marily  dismiss  the  application  within  the 
10-day  period  set  forth  In  §  302.1305(a)  and 
consequently  the  provisions  of  Subpart  M 
became  automatically  applicable. 


This  order  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

[seal]  Harold  R.  Sanderson, 

Secretary. 

(P.R.  Doc.  69-2399;  Piled.  Feb.  26,  1969; 
8:50  a.m.] 


[Docket  No.  19539] 

PHOENIX-PORTLAND/SEAHLE 
NONSTOP  CASE 

Notice  of  Prehearing  Conference 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  a  prehear¬ 
ing  conference  in  the  above-entitled  mat¬ 
ter  is  assigned  to  be  held  on  April  8, 1969, 
at  10  a.m.,  e.s.t.,  in  Room  911,  Universal 
Building,  1825  Connecticut  Avenue  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.,  before  Examiner  Her¬ 
bert  K.  Bryan. 

In  order  to  facilitate  the  conduct  of 
the  conference  interested  parties  are  in¬ 
structed  to  submit  to  the  examiner  and 
other  parties  on  or  before  March  28, 
1969,  (1)  motions  pertaining  to  the  scope 
of- the  proceeding:  (2)  proposed  state¬ 
ments  of  issues:  (3)  proposed  stipula¬ 
tions:  (4)  requests  for  information:  (5) 
statements  of  positions  of  parties;  and 
(6)  proposed  procedural  dates. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  February 
24, 1969. 

[seal]  Thomas  L.  Wrenn, 

Chief  Examiner. 

[F.R.  Doc.  69-2400;  Piled.  Feb.  26,  1969; 

8 :50  a.m.) 


FEDERAL  HOME  LOAN  BANK  BOARD 

GREAT  WESTERN  CORP. 

Receipt  of  Application  for  Permission 
To  Acquire  Control  of  Pima  Savings 
and  Loan  Association;  Correction 

February  24,  1969. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Federal 
Savings  and  Loan  Insurance  Corporation 
has  received  an  application  from  the 
Great  Western  Corp.,  Tucson,  Ariz.,  for 
permission  to  acquire  Pima  Savings  and 
Loan  Association,  Tucson,  Ariz.,  under 
the  provisions  of  section  488(e)  of  the 
National  Housing  Act,  as  amended  (12 
U.S.C.  1730(a) )  and  §  584.4  of  the  Regu¬ 
lations  for  Savings  and  Loan  Holding^ 
Companies  (12  CFR  584.4).  The  pro-’ 
posed  acquisition  is  to  be  effected  by  the 
purchase  for  cash  of  certain  of  the  out¬ 
standing  permanent  reserve  guarantee 
stock  of  Pima  Savings  and  Loan  Associa¬ 
tion.  Comments  on  the  proposed  acquisi¬ 
tion  should  be  submitted  to  the  Director, 
OfBce  of  Examinations  and  Supervision, 
Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Board,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20052,  within  30  days  of  the 
date  this  notice  appears  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

[seal]  Jack  Carter, 

Secretary, 

Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Board. 
[P.R.  Doc.  69-2389;  Piled,  Peb.  26,  1969; 

8:49  a.m.] 


FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIDNS 
CDMMISSION 

[Report  428] 

COMMON  CARRIER  SERVICES 
INFORMATION  ^ 

Domestic  Public  Radio  Services  Appli¬ 
cations  Accepted  for  Filing  - 

February  24, 1969. 

Pursuant  to  §§  1.227(b)  (3)  and  21.26 
(b)  of  the  Commission’s  rules,  an  appli¬ 
cation,  in  order  to  be  considered  with  any 
domestic  public  radio  services  application 
appearing  on  the  attached  list,  must  be 
substantially  complete  and  tendered  for 
filing  by  whichever  date  is  earlier:  (a) 
The  close  of  business  1  business  day  pre¬ 
ceding  the  day  on  which  the  Commission 
takes  action  on  the  previously  filed  ap¬ 
plication:  or  (b)  within  60  days  after  the 
date  of  the  public  notice  listing  the  first 
prior  filed  application  (with  which  sub¬ 
sequent  applications  are  in  conflict)  as 
having  been  accepted  for  filing.  An  appli¬ 
cation  which  is  subsequently  amended 
by  a  major  change  will  be  considered  to 
be  a  newly  filed  application.  It  is  to  be 
noted  that  the  cutoff  dates  are  set  forth 
in  the  alternative — applications  will  be 
entitled  to  consideration  with  those  listed 
in  the  appendix  if  filed  by  the  end  of  the 
60 -day  period,  only  if  the  Commission 
has  not  acted  upon  the  application  by 
that  time  pursuant  to  the  first  alternative 
earlier  date.  The  mutual  exclusivity 
rights  of  a  new  application  are  governed 
by  the  earliest  action  with  respect  to  any 
one  of  the  earlier  filed  conflicting  ap¬ 
plications. 

The  attention  of  any  party  in  interest 
desiring  to  file  pleadings  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  309  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended,  concerning  any  do¬ 
mestic  public  radio  services  application 
accepted  for  filing,  is  directed  to  §  21.27 
of  the  Commission’s  rules  for  provisions 
governing  the  time  for  filing  and  other 
requirements  relating  to  such  pleadings. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

I  SEAL  ]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 


'  All  applications  listed  in  the  appendix 
are  subject  to  further  consideration  and  re¬ 
view  and  may  be  returned  and  or  dismissed 
if  not  found  to  be  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  rules,  regulations,  and  other 
requirements. 

-  The  above  alternative  cutoff  rules  apply  to 
those  applications  listed  in  the  appendix  as 
having  been  accepted  in  Domestic  Public 
Land  Mobile  Radio,  Rural  Radio,  Polnt-to- 
Point  Microwave  Radio,  and  Local  Television 
Transmission  Services  (Part  21  of  the  rules) . 
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Appendix 


TT.T.rwn'M 


Applications  Accepted  tor  Filino 

DOMESTIC  FXTBLIC  LAND  MOBILE  RADIO  SERVICE 

File  No.,  applicant,  call  sign,  and  nature  of  application 

February  24,  1969. 

4775- C2-P-69 — General  Telephone  Co.  ol  California;  (new);  CP.  for  a  new  2-way  station. 
Base  frequency:  454.575  MHz.  Location:  208  South  Locust  Street,  Pomona,  Calif. 

4776- C2-P-69 — Radlocall,  Inc.;  (new);  C.P.  for  a  new  1 -way-signaling  station.  Frequencies: 
152.24  and  158.70  MHz  at  location  No.  1:  1519  Nuuanu  Avenue,  Honolulu,  Hawaii,  and 
location  No.  2:  146  Alhahl  l^oop,  Kailua,  Hawaii. 

4777- C2-ML-69 — Michigan  Bell  Telephone  Co.;  (KQD306);  modification  of  license  to  delete 
frequency  454.99  MHz,  and  add  frequency  454.675  MHz  and  change  emission  designator 
at  Its  developmental  station  located  at  25189  Lahser  Road,  Southfield,  Mich. 

477&-C2-P-69 — General  Telephone  Co.  of  California;  (KMM618);  C.P.  to  change  antenna 
location  from  200  feet  east  of  State  Highway  No.  l,  6.8  miles  north  of  Lompoc,  Calif. 
To:  Mount  Santos,  5.6  miles  north  of  Lompoc,  Calif.,  and  replace  the  transmitter  for  base 
frequency  152.78  MHz. 

4794-C2-P-69 — Stanley  F.  Wylie,  doing  business  as  Apex  Communications;  (new) ;  C.P.  for  a 
new  2-way  station.  Base  frequency  152.21  MHz.  Ijocatlon:  415  South  Goldthwalte, 
Montgomery,  Ala. 

480&-C2-P-69 — Home  Telephone  Co.;  (new);  C.P.  for  a  new  2-way  station.  Base  frequency; 
152.66  MHz.  Location;  Water  tanh,  800  feet  west  of  Highway  No.  305,  Olive  Branch,  Miss. 

4809- C2-P-69 — People’s  Telephone  Co.;  (KOK418);  C.P.  to  change  antenna  location  from 
Lyons,  Greg.,  to  McCully  Mountain,  approximately  1  mile  south-southwest  of  Lyons, 
Oreg.,  operating  on  frequency  35.46  MHz. 

4810- Cl/C2-AL-(3)-69 — R.  L.  Mohr,  doing  business  as  Radlocall;  consent  to  assignment  of 
license  from  R.  L.  Mohr,  doing  business  as  Radlocall,  Assignor,  to  Radlocall,  Inc.,  Assignee. 
Stations;  KUA215 — Honolulu,  Hawaii  (2-way).  KUA217 — Honolulu,  Hawaii  (1-way), 

4811- C2-P-69 — New  England  Telephone  &  Telegraph  Co.;  (KCA228) ;  C.P.  to  change  antenna 
system  operating  on  base  frequencies  152.63  and  152.75  MHz  at  location  No.  2:  Neutacon- 
kanut  Hill,  Ipswich  Street,  Johnston,  R.I. 


Con 

Licensee  sign 

Olney  Communications,  Inc _  KSJ770 

Radio-Telephone,  DuPa^,  Inc _ KSD684 

KANSAS 

Mobllfone  of  Kansas _ _  KAQ624 

Do _  KAQ62S 

Do _  KFL933 

LOUISIANA 

New  Orleans  Mobllfone _  KKA400 

Do _  KLB759 

MARYLAND 

American  Radio-Telephone  Service,  KOA249 
Inc. 

Contact,  Inc _  KGA807 

Telephone  and  Radio  Answering  KOA590 
Service  Co.,  Inc. 

MICHIGAN 

Cahill  Answering  Services,  Inc _  KQK731 

Kalamazoo  Telephone  Answering  KQK720 
Service. 

MISSISSIPPI 

Monroe  Radio  Telephone  Co _  KKX711 

Do . KKM574 

MISSOURI 

R  &  L  Radio . . KFIiOlO 


MONTANA 


Major  Amendment 

5150-C2-P-66 — Collins  Communication;  (new);  application  amended  to  change  base  and 
mobile  frequencies  from  152.03  MHz  and  158.49  MHz  to  454.35  MHz  and  459.35  MHz, 
respectively,  and  to  change  accordingly  the  proposed  radio  system;  also,  to  add  an  addi¬ 
tional  base  station  location  and  a  control  station  on  the  mobile  frequency  cosited  with  the 
base  station,  control  station  and  control  point  locations  of  Station  KON918  and  for  waiver 
of  section  21.505  of  the  Commission’s  rules  for  the  additional  base  station  location. 
Application  reported  on  public  notice  dated  Apr.  11,  1966,  Report  No.  278. 


Mathews  Telephone  Answering  KGI274 


Service. 

NEVADA 

Vegas  Instant  Page _  KFL943 

NEW  HAMPSHIRE 

Comex,  Inc _  KCC797 

Do . KCI295 


Correction 

4546-C2-P-69 — Alrslgnal  International,  Inc.;  (new);  this  supersedes  correction  on  public 
notice  No.  427,  dated  Feb.  17,  1969,  omitUng  the  file  number  of  public  notice  entry  appear¬ 
ing  on  Report  No.  426  dated  Feb.  10,  1969.  Applicant’s  name  should  read  Telephone 
Answering  Service,  Inc. 

2121-C2-AL-69 — ^Telephone  Message  Exchange,  Inc.;  (KOC591);  correct  Applicant  to  read 
Wilmington  Telephone  Answering  Service  Co.;  also  correct  nature  of  application  to  read: 
Consent  to  assignment  of  license  from  Wilmington  Telephone  Answering  Service  Co., 
Assignor  to  Alrslgnal  International,  Inc.,  Assignee. , All  other  particulars  remain  same  as 
stated  on  public  notice  dated  Oct.  14,  1968,  Report  No.  409. 

Renewals  of  licenses  expiring  April  1,  1969.  Term;  April  1,  1969,  to  April  1,  1974. 

ALABAMA  COLORADO 


•  Call 

Licensee  •  sign 

Phenlx  Communications  Co.,  Inc _  KIJ351 

W.  M.  Russell _ KIY519 

ARKANSAS 


City-Wide  Selective  Paging  Serv-  KKX708 
Ice,  Inc. 

CALIFORNIA 

Cal-Autofone _  KMA252 

Do . . KMD684 

Intrastate  Radio  Telephone,  Inc.  of  KMA833 
San  Francisco. 

Mobile  Radio  System  of  Ventura,  KMA835 
Inc. 

R.C.S.,  Inc . . KMD689 


Call 

Licensee  sign 

Wes tcol  Radio  Dispatch _  KAD511 

FLORIDA 

Boca  Mobilphone _  KFQ941 

norida  Radio  Phone _  KIA958 

Do . KIG845 

G  &  M  Communications,  Inc _  KPL876 

J  &  S  Communications _  KIQ515 

Radiopaging,  Inc _ KIE367 

GEORGIA 

Boatright  Radio  Service _ KJI7796 

Radio  Communications  St  Elec-  KIR202 
tronics  Co. 

Radlofone  of  Georgia,  Inc _  KJtJ807 


NEW  YORK 


Dr.  Peter  A.  Bakal . KEC514 

Do . KED364 

Capital  Telephone  Co.,  Inc _  KEC937 

Mobllfone  Radio  System _  e:eA254 

Poughkeepsie  Radio,  Inc _  KEJ882 

Tel-Page  Corp _  KEC518 

Do . KEJ894 

Trl-Clties  Answering  Service,  Inc _ KEC930 

NORTH  CAROLINA 

Ra-Tel  Co . KIY777 

Services  Unlimited,  Inc _  KIY449 

Do -  KIY792 

OHIO 

Buckeye  Communications  Co _  KJU813 

Do. .  KLF500 

Central  Mobile  Radio  Phone  Serv-  KQA770 
Ice. 

Do . KQC875 

Do . KQD597 

Do . . KQD599 

Do . KQK595 

Do . KQK584 

Mobllradlo  Telephone  Service _  KQC576 

OKLAHOMA 

Muskogee  ’Two-Way  Dispatching _  KLB314 

Radlocall  Paging  Service _  KKM248 


Two-Way  Radio  Communications  EHjF507 
Co.  of  Kansas,  Inc. 
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OBXOOM 


Ueensee 

Autolone  Co - - - 

(Xaninunlcatlon  SpociallBtB  Co, 
Inc. 

DO . 

Do - - 

PENNSYLVANIA 

Allegheny  Mobile  Communica¬ 
tions. 

A.  P.  Klmmel - 

Do . . 

Radio  Broadcasting  Co - 

Scott  Communications,  Inc - 

Susquehanna  Mobile  Communica¬ 
tions,  Inc. 

TWephone  Answering  Service - 

Gerard  T.  Uht - 

SOUTH  CAROLINA 


OaU 

Hgn 

KOPa67 

XOP29C 

KOP297 

Kopsaa 


BURAL  BADIO  SERVICE 

4B10-Cl/Ca-AI<-(3)-68 — R.  L.  Mohr,  dcAng  business  as  RadlocaU;  (KUS24);  consent  to 
Mslgnment  o(  license  from  R.  Ii.  Mohr,  doing  business  as  RadlocaU,  Assignor  to 
RadlocaU,  Inc.,  Assignee.  Temporary  fixed  location. 

4B12-C1-P-60 — The  Chesapeake  it  Potomac  Telephone  Co.  of  Maryland;  (new);  CJP.  for 
a  new  Rural  Subscrlher — ^Flxed  Station  to  be  located  stt  2500  Broenlng  Highway,  Baltimore, 
Md.,  to  operate  on  frequencies  157.77,  157.89,  158.01,  and  158.07  MHz. 

POINT-TO-POINT  MICROWAVE  RADIO  SERVICE  (TELEPHONE  CARRIERS) 


KGA252 

KOA589 

KOA802 

KaB874 

KOB875 

KOC599 

KGH870 

KGH857 


4765- C1-P-69 — Illinois  Bell  Telephone  Co.;  (KT033);  CP.  to  add  frequencies  6049.0  and 
11,645.0  MHz  toward  Michigan  City,  Ind.,  and  add  6138.0,  11,445.0,  and  11,525.0  MHz 
toward  Hammond,  Ind.,  and  change  antenna  system  at  Its  station  located  at  W(x>dvllle 
Junction,  Ind. 

4766- C1-P-69 — Illinois  Bell  Telephone  Co.;  (new);  C.P.  for  a  new  fixed  station.  Frequen¬ 
cies:  6360.3,  10,795.0,  10,995.0,  and  11,035.0  MHz.  Location;  7220  Kennedy  Avenue, 
Hammond,  Ind. 

American  Telephone  &  Telegraph  Co.;  eight  (8)  C.P.’s  to  provide  one  pair  of  TD-3  tele¬ 
phone  channels  on  existing  and  authorized  TH  routes  between  Durham,  Conn.,  and 
Roslyn  Harbor,  N.Y.,  also,  one  pair  of  protection  channels  will  be  provided  In  the 
Durham-Putnam  Valley,  N.Y.,  and  Stamford,  Conn.-Roslyn  Harbor  sections  of  the  existing 
and  authorized  routes  as  follows: 


A-Ble  Answering  Service -  KPL907 

Morris  Communl<»itlons,  Inc _  KFIj880 

Do _  KFL904 

Do . KIY731 

SOUTH  DAKOTA 

Dakota  Radio  Paging,  Inc -  KQK777 

TENNESSIZ 

Chattanooga  Venetian  Blind  Co.,  KIK580 

Inc.  _ 

Nashville  Mobllphone,  Inc _  KFL864 

Do .  KIY750 


TEXAS 


4767-C1-P-69 — American  Telephone  &  Telegraph  Co.;  (KCD68);  add  3710  and  3790  mh8! 
toward  Bethany,  Conn.,  at  station  located  3.4  miles  northeast  of  Durham,  Conn. 

476&-C1-P-69 — American  Telephone  &  Telegraph  Co.;  (KTQ65);  add  3750  and  3830  mhz 
toward  Durham,  and  toward  Hew  Fairfield,  Conn.,  at  Its  station  located  1.2  miles  south 
of  Bethany,  Conn. 

4769- C1-P-69 — American  Telephone  &  Telegraph  Co.;  (KTQ66);  add  3710  and  3790  MHz 
toward  Bethany,  Conn.,  and  toward  Putnam  Valley,  N.Y.,  at  station  located  1.9  miles 
southwest  of  New  Fairfield,  Conn. 

4770- C1-P-69 — American  Telephone  &  Telegraph  Co.;  (KTQ67);  add  3750  and  3830  mh?: 
toward  New  Fairfield,  Conn.,  and  frequency  3910  MHz  toward  South  Salem,  N.Y.,  at  Its 
station  located  at  Putnam  Valley,  3.9  miles  east  of  Cold  Spring,  N.Y. 

4771- C1-P-69 — American  Telephone  &  Telegraph  Co.;  (KYS87);  add  3870  MHz  toward 
Putnam  Valley,  N.Y.,  and  toward  Stamford,  Conn.,  at  station  located  1.4  miles  southeast 
of  South  Salem,  N.Y. 


Am-Tex  Dispatch  Service _  KLB564 

Answer,  Inc.  of  Galveston _  KLB617 

Answer,  Inc.  of  San  Antonio _  KKG559 

Auto-Phone  Dispatch  of  Levelland.  KliB674 

Bee  Mobllradlo -  KFL812 

Central  Communications  Co _  KFL524 

Central  Radio  Dispatch,  Inc _  KKI460 

Do .  BKX715 

Do  . KLB514 

Andrew  J.  Dlbrell _  KLB536 

Robert  E.  Franklin _  KKE965 

Bruce  Graham _  KLB689 

Mobllfone  _  KKG565 

Do . . . KKX709 

Do  _  KLB562 

Mobllfone  of  Tyler _  KLB493 

Morrison  Radio  Relay  Corp _  KKJ460 

Pampa  Conununlcatlons  Center _  KLB497 

Public  Communications,  Inc _  KIiB761 

Radio  Paging,  Inc _  KKI445 

Radlofone  _  KKX713 

Ranch  Radio,  Inc _  KLB324 

Do  . .  KUA276 


VIRGINIA 

Advanced  Communications  Co _  KLF495 

Norfolk  Radio  Paging  Service _  KIG297 

WASHINGTON 

Autofone  Co _  KOP910 


Communication  Specialists  Co.,  KFL919 
Inc. 


4772- C1-P-69 — American  Telephone  &  Telegraph  Co.;  (KYS88);  add  frequencies  3750 
and  3830  MHz  toward  Roslyn  Harbor  and  3910  MHz  toward  South  Salem,  N.Y.,  at  Its 
station  located  at  Intersection  of  Catoona  and  Mayno  Lane,  Stamford,  Conn. 

4773- C1-P-69 — American  Telephone  &  Telegraph  Co.;  (KYS89);  add  frequencies  3710 
and  3790  MHz  toward  Stamford  and  Suffolk,  N.Y.,  at  Its  station  located  0.1  mile  northeast 
of  Roslyn,  N.Y. 

4774- C1-P-69 — American  Telephone  &  Telegraph  Co.;  (new) ;  C.P.  for  a  new  fixed  station. 
Frequencies:  3750  and  3830  MHz.  Location:  Suffolk,  1.9  miles  east  of  Huntington,  N.Y. 

3171-C1-P-69 — General  Telephone  Co.  of  California;  (KZI31);  renewal  of  Developmental 
station  license  expiring  March  7,  1969.  Term  Mar.  1,  1969,  to  Mar.  1,  1970.  Location:  (8 
units)  operating  In  any  temporary  fixed  location  within  the  territory  of  the  grantee. 

4779- C1-P/L-69 — General  Telephone  Co.  of  the  Midwest;  (new);  C.P.  and  license  for  a 
new  fixed  station.  Frequency  band:  5925-6425  and  10,700-11,700  MHz  (10  units)  to 
operate  at  any  temporary  fixed  location  within  the  territory  of  the  grantee. 

4780- C1-P-69 — Indiana  Bell  Telephone  Co.;  (KSP82);  C.P.  to  add  frequencies  6301.0, 
10,715  and  10,795  MHz  toward  WoodvlUe  Junctidon,  Ind.,  at  Its  station  Icxsated  at  118 
East  Eighth  Street,  Michigan  City,  Ind. 

4781- C1-P-69 — Indiana  Bell  Telephone  Co.;  (KSP83);  CP.  to  add  frequency  11,525  MHz 
toward  Michigan  City,  Ind.,  at  station  located  2.5  miles  northeast  of  Bolling  Prairie,  Ind. 

4782- C1-P-69 — Indiana  Bell  Telephone  Co.;  (KSP84);  C.P.  to  add  frequency  10,795  MHz 
toward  Bolling  Prairie,  Ind.,  at  station  located  307  South  Main  Street,  South  Bend,  Ind. 

4813- C1-P-69 — South  Central  Bell  Telephone  Co.;  (KIA56);  CP.  to  change  frequencies 
from  6234.3  and  6352.9  MHz  to  6271.4  and  6390.0  MHz  and  replace  transmitters  at  Its 
station  located  B  Street,  Lafayette,  Ala. 

4814- C1-P-69 — South  Central  Bell  Telephone  Co.;  (KJG79);  C.P.  to  change  frequencies 
from  5952.6  and  6071.2  MHz  to  5989.7  and  6108.3  MHz  toward  Lafayette,  Ala.,  and  replace 
transmitter  for  same  at  station  located  at  Cherry  Avenue,  Opelika,  Ala. 

4815- C1-P-69 — Illinois  Bell  Telephone  Co.;  (new);  C.P.  for  a  new  fixed  station.  Frequency: 
6037.5  MHz.  Location:  8324  North  Skokie  Boulevard,  Skokie,  Ill. 


Seattle  Radiotelephone  Service _  KOA733 


Major  Amendment 


WEST  VIRGINIA 

Mobile  Telephone  Service  of  KQK775 
Wheeling,  W.  Va. 

WISCONSIN 


State-Wide  Communications _  KFL928 

WYOMING 

E.  B..  and  Donna  W.  Brownell _  KFQ930 

Custom  Radio _  KOK342 

Wycomco _  KON908 


3275-C1-P-69 — Illinois  Bell  Telephone  Co.;  (new);  major  amendment:  Change  operating 
frequency  from  11,687.5  MHz  to  6062.5  MHz,  and  add  operating  frequency  6087.5  MHz. 
All  other  particulars  the  same  as  reported  In  public  notice  dated  Dec.  9,  1968. 

3274-C1-P-69 — Illinois  Bell  Telephone  Co.;  (new) ;  change  operating  frequency  from 
11,662.5  MHz  to  5987.5  MHz.  All  Other  particulars  same  as  reported  In  public  notice  dated 
Dec.  9, 1968. 

2823- C1-P-69— The  Ohio  Bell  Telephone  Co.;  (KQM38) ;  change  frequency  toward  Youngs¬ 
town  from  6278.8  MHz  to  6189.8  MHz. 

2824- C1-P-69 — The  Ohio  Bell  Telephone  Co.;  (KQM39);  change  frequency  toward  Warren 
from  6026.7  MHz  to  5937.8  MHz.  All  other  particulars  same  as  reported  In  public  notice 
dated  Nov.  18,  1968,  Report  No.  414  and  Report  No.  425,  dated  Feb.  3,  1969. 


No.  39— Pt.  I- 
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POINT-TO-POINT  MICROWAVB  RADIO  SERVICE  (NONTEUPHONE) 

4806- C1-P-69 — ^Pacific  Telatronlcs,  Inc.;  (KPQ91);  CP.  to  add  frequencies  6189.8  and  6264.0 

MHz  directed  toward  Scott  Mountain,  Oreg.,  on  azimuth  177*13'.  at  its  station  located 
Blanton  Heights,  3.5  miles  south  of  Ehigene,  Oreg.  .. 

4807- C1-P-69 — Pacific  Telatronlcs.  Inc.;  (new) ;  C.P.  for  a  new  station  at  Scott  Moimtain,  13 
miles  east  of  Sutherlin,  Oreg.,  at  lat.  43°22'20"  N.,  long.  123°03'47"  W.  Frequencies 
5937.8  and  5982.3  MHz  on  azimuth  247*07'.  (Informative:  Applicant  proposes  to  provide 
educational  'TV  signals  of  stations  KOAC-TV  and  closed  circuit  classroom  instruction 
originating  at  the  University  of  Oregon  In  Eugene,  Oreg.,  to  Umpqua  Community  College 
in  Roseburg,  Oreg.) 

4425-C1-ML-69 — ^Western  Microwave;  (KPQ37);  modification  of  license  to  change  frequen¬ 
cies  6260,  6310,  6360,  and  6410  MHz  to  frequency  band  5925-6425  MHz  and  for  authority 
to  operate  a  total  of  (8  units)  In  any  temporary  fixed  location  within  the  territory  of  the 
grantee. 

Correction:  Major  Amendment 

2146- C1-P-69 — Mountain  Microwave  Corp.;  (KAQ88) ;  this  entry,  shown  In  public  notice 
dated  Feb.  17,  1969,  Is  hereby  corrected  to  read  as  follows;  Application  amended  to  delete 
Rapid  City  (KRSD-TV) ,  S.  Dak.,  and  Rapid  City  (Relay) ,  S.  Dak.,  as  points  of  communi¬ 
cation;  and  change  the  designation  of  the  remaining  point  of  communication  from 
Rapid  City  (CATV  Drop)  to  Rapid  City  (Drop-Relay).  Station  location:  KAQ88,  Mount 
Ooolldge,  6  miles  east-southeast  of  Custer,  S.  Dak.  (Note:  Service  to  KRSD-TV  will  be 
dropped  at  1  mile  west  of  Rapid  City.) 

2147- C1-P-69 — Mountain  Microwave  Corp‘.  (new);  this  entry,  shown  In  public  notice 
dated  Feb.  17,  1969,  is  hereby  corrected  to  read  as  follows;  Application  amended  to 
change  frequencies  5945.2,  5974.8,  and  6034.2  MHz  to  6226.9,  6286.2,  and  6345.5  MHz  toward 
Terry  Peak,  S.  Dak.  Station  location;  l  mile  west  of  Rapid  City,  S.  Dak. 

[F.R.  Doc.69-2385;  Filed,  Feb.  26.  1969;  8:49  a.m.] 


[Docket  No.  18302] 

REQUIREMENT  FOR  CAR  LOCATOR 
SYSTEMS  IN  THE  LAND  MOBILE 
RADIO  SERVICES 

Order  Extending  Time  for  Filing 
Comments 

In  the  matter  of  inquiry  into  the  re¬ 
quirement  for  car  locator  systems  in  the 
land  mobile  radio  services  governed  by 
Parts  89,  91,  and  93  of  the  Commission’s 
rules. 

1.  The  Industrial  Electronics  Division 

of  the  Electronic  Industries  Association 
(EIA)  has  requested  the  Commission  to 
extend  the  time  for  filing  comments  in 
the  above-captioned  matter  (FXX;  68-862, 
released  Aug.  27, 1968)  from  February  28, 
1969,  to  April  28,  1969.  , 

2.  In  support  of  its  request,  EIA  states 
that  it  ne^s  the  additional  time  for  data 
acquisition  in  order  to  file  a  complete  and 
meaningful  response,  and  for  proper 
coordination  among  the  various  sections 
of  the  Association. 

3.  It  appears  that  the  additional  time 
requested  by  EIA  would  not  unduly  delay 
this  proceeding  and  that  its  comments 
would  be  useful  to  the  Commission  in  this 
Inquiry. 

4.  In  view  of  the  foregoing,  it  is 
ordered.  Pursuant  to  §  0.331(b)  (4)  of  the 
Commission’s  rules,  that  the  time  for 
filing  comments  in  the  above-captioned 
proceeding  is  extended  from  February  28, 
1969,  to  April  28,  1969. 

Adopted:  February  18, 1969. 

Released:  February  20,  1969. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  J.  E.  Barr, 

Chief,  Safety  and  Spe¬ 
cial  Radio  Services  Bureau. 

Feb.  26.  1969; 


[FJl.  Doc. 


69-2388;  Filed, 
8:49  ajn.] 


[Docket  No.  18294;  FCXJ  6%-149J 

INTERNATIONAL  TELECOMMUNI¬ 
CATION  UNION 

Fourth  Notice  of  Inquiry  Regarding 
World  Administrative  Radio  Con¬ 
ference  on  Radio  Astronomy  and 
Space  Services 

1.  The  Commission  adopted  its  second 
notice  of  inquiry  in  this  proceeding  on 
October  9,  1968,  calling  for  responses 
thereto  on  or  before  November  13,  1968. 
Subsequently,  in  response  to  requests 
from  interested  parties,  the  time  for  filing 
comments  was  extended  to  November  29, 
1968.  On  November  14,  1968,  the  Cmu- 
mission  adopted  its  third  notice  of  inquiry 
in  this  proceeding,  indicating  further  de¬ 
velopments  in  the  preparatory  work  for 
the  World  Administrative  Radio  Confer¬ 
ence  (WARC)  tentatively  scheduled  for 
late  1970  or  early  1971.  The  proposals 
therein,  developed  in  continued  consulta¬ 
tion  with  the  OfiBce  of  Telecommunica¬ 
tions  Management  (OTM),  included  a 
number  of  suggested  changes  to  the  in¬ 
ternational  Table  of  Frequency  Alloca¬ 
tions.  It  is  the  purpose  of  this  fourth 
notice  to  make  additional  proposals  with 
respect  to  the  international  table  and  re¬ 
lated  changes  to  pertinent  Radio  Regu¬ 
lations  and  to  deal  with  comments  filed 
in  response  to  the  ^ond  notice  of  in¬ 
quiry.  With  two  exceptions,  responses  to 
our  third  notice  have  not  been  treated 
herein.  These  exceptions  are  with  respect 
to  radio  astronomy,  which  is  given  de¬ 
tailed  treatment  in  paragraphs  50-71, 
and  with  resiiect  to  the  broadcasting- 
satellite  service,  which  Is  given  limited 
treatment  in  paragraphs  45-49  on  the 
basis  of  early  comments  on  the  subject.  A 
subsequent  notice  dealing  with  responses 
to  the  third  notice  in  general,  will  give 
detailed  treatment  to  the  latter  exception 
and  all  comments  pertinent  thereto. 


2.  Comments  in  response  to  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  second  notice  were  filed  by  the 
following: 

American  Telephone  and  Telegraph  Co 
(AT&T) . 

RCA  Global  Communications,  Inc.  (RCA) . 

Radio  Technical  Commission  for  Marine 
Services  (RTCM). 

Electronic  Industries  Association’s  Microwave 
Communication  Section  (EIA). 

EIA’s  Satellite  Telecommunications  Subdlvl- 
Sion  (EIA-SAT). 

General  Electric  Co.  (GE) . 

Communications  Satellite  Corporation  (Com¬ 
sat)  . 

Aeronautical  Radio,  Inc.  ( ARINC) . 

3.  Although  offering  additional  com¬ 
ments,  AT&T,  RCA,  R’TCM,  and  ARINC 
were  in  gener^  agreement  with  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  proposals,  as  was  Comsat — ^with 
certain  qualifications.  EIA  directed  its 
comments  solely  to  the  matter  of  addi¬ 
tional  frequency  sharhig  for  the  com¬ 
munication-satellite  service — a  subject 
treated  by  the  third  notice  of  inquhy— 
and,  as  a  consequence,  was  not  respon-' 
sive  to  the  second  notice.  The  comments 
of  GE  also  were  generally  silent  with 
respect  to  the  second  notice.  EIA-SAT 
stated  that  it  agreed  in  principle  with  the 
Commission’s  proposals  and  offered  what 
it  considered  to  be  an  alternative  ap¬ 
proach  to  the  same  objectives. 

4.  Of  those  who  addressed  themselves 
specifically  to  the  matter,  all  agreed  that 
the  sharing  criteria  now  specified  in  the 
Radio  Regulations  for  space  versus  ter¬ 
restrial  systems  should  be  updated  to  re¬ 
flect,  as  a  minimum,  the  criteria  recom¬ 
mended  by  tile  Xlth  Plenary  Assembly 
of  the  CCIR  (Oslo,  1966) .  Additionally, 
RCA  and  RTCM  noted  the  absence  of 
sharing  criteria  with  respect  to  conven¬ 
tional  terrestrial  systems  and  mobile  sys¬ 
tems  using  space  radiocommimication 
techniques  and  recommended  that  such 
criteria  be  developed  and  made  a  part  of 
the  formal  proposals  of  the  United  States 
to  the  WARC,  including  criteria  appli¬ 
cable  to  frequency  sharing  below  1  GHz. 

5.  The  matter  of  organizing  Govern¬ 
ment-Industry  committees  to  formulate 
the  preliminary  views  of  the  United 
States  was  raised  directly  or  by  implica¬ 
tion  by  four  of  the  respondents.  AT&T 
stated  that  it  hoped  to  participate  in  the 
development  of  proposals;  EIA  stated 
that  it  and  its  engineering  committees 
hoped  to  be  called  upon  to  develop  suit¬ 
able  U.S.  positions:  ARINC  suggested 
that  the  Commission  re<»mmend  to  the 
Department  of  State  that  an  aeronauti¬ 
cal  preparatory  working  group  be  estab¬ 
lished  and  charged  with  the  responsibil¬ 
ity  for  preparing  the  aeronautical  portion 
of  the  U.S.  position — for  inclusion  in  the 
preliminary  views;  and  EIA-SAT  rec¬ 
ommended  “*  *  *  As  a  minimum  action 
item  *  *  *  that  the  interim  meetings 
of  the  CCIR  [now  scheduled  for  Septem- 
ber-October  19691  be  delayed  at  least  by 
3  months  to  permit  more  time  for  ade¬ 
quate  preparation.”  EIA-SAT  recom¬ 
mended  further,  “•  *  *  at  an  early  date: 

— Consultations  between  Industry  and 
Government; 
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—Establishment  of  a  Government-In¬ 
dustry  Committee  and  offers: 

—To  make  more  specific  proposals  and 

recommendations : 

—To  cooperate  in  the  preparation  for 
the  ITU  Radio  Conference  •  •  *  ” 

6.  The  Commission  appreciates  the 
above  offers  and  expects  that  Govern¬ 
ment-Industry  groups  will  be  organized, 
in  due  course.  However,  as  stated  in  the 
third  notice  of  inquiry,  in  response  to  a 
similar  suggestion  from  Columbia  Broad¬ 
casting  System,  Inc.  (CBS) ,  it  is  believed 
that  such  action  would  be  premature.  On 
the  basis  of  experience  gained  in  prepar¬ 
ing  for  past  conferences  of  the  ITU,  par¬ 
ticularly  those  dealing  extensively  with 
frequency  allocation  policy  questions,  the 
Commission  and  the  OfiBce  of  Telecom¬ 
munications  Management  (OTM)  share 
the  view  that  such  Government-Industry 
groups  should  not  be  established  until 
the  preliminary  preparatory  work  is  out 
of  the  way.  In  the  meantime,  we  will  con¬ 
tinue  to  rely  upon  comments  filed  in  this 
proceeding  and  the  requirements  de¬ 
veloped  by  the  OTM  on  behalf  of  the 
Executive  Branch,  in  formulating 
recommendations  for  inclusion  in  the 
Preliminary  Views  of  the  United  States 
and  amendments  thereto.  Further,  we 
will  continue  to  press  forward  with  the 
development  of  those  preliminary  views 
in  the  hope  that  they  can  be  transmitted 
abroad  early  in  1969,  to  elicit  the  views 
and  reactions  of  other  administrations 
with  respect  to  our  planning. 

7.  Responses  to  the  second  notice  of 
Inquiry  not  covered  fully  in  the  general 
comments  above  are  discussed  in  this  and 
succeeding  paragraphs.  GE  stressed 
three  points;  (1)  Existing  terrestrial 
systems  will  continue  to  expand  and  new 
ones  will  come  into  being  and  consider¬ 
ation  must  be  given  to  each  of  those 
categories  in  planning  for  expanded 
spectrum  allocations  for  space  services; 
(2)  They  question  the  need  for  allocating 
broad  bands  to  either  space  or  terrestrial 
services  and  suggest  that  sharing  be  in¬ 
creased  through  improved  sharing  cri¬ 
teria:  and  (3)  They  question  the  need  to 
suballocate  frequencies  above  17  GHz  on 
a  user  basis  at  this  time.  These  points 
tend  to  echo  the  views  of  certain  other 
interested  parties  who  filed  in  response 
to  the  initial  notice  of  inquiry  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  but  they  are  not  responsive  to  the 
second  notice  of  inquiry.  In  any  event, 
each  of  the  three  points  was  dealt  with 
in  the  third  notice  of  inquiry,  adopted 
November  14,  1968,  and  will  not  be 
treated  further  in  this  document. 

8.  EIA-SAT  agreed  that  better  man¬ 
agement  tools  were  needed  for  the  solu¬ 
tion  of  space-to-space  and  earth-to- 
space  frequency  sharing  problems  of  the 
future  but  viewed  these  problems  as  rel¬ 
atively  local  in  nature — rather  than  truly 
international — as  antenna  directivity 
aboard  spacecraft  is  improved.  Concern 
was  expressed  over  the  time  lag  between 
the  development  of  improved  sharing 
criteria  recommended  by  the  CCIR  and 
the  appearance  of  those  criteria  in  the 
Internationsd  Radio  Regulations.  This 
lag  occurs  because  Plenary  Assemblies 
of  the  CCHR  are  held  at  regular  3-year 


Intervals  whereas  there  is  no  set  pattern 
for  convening  Administrative  Radio  Con¬ 
ferences  empowered  to  amend  the  Radio 
Regulations  to  refiect  the  most;  current 
recommendations  of  the  <X!IR.  For  ex¬ 
ample,  the  last  Space  Conference  was 
held  in  1963  and  we  are  now  planning  for 
one  in  1970  or  1971 — a  gap  of  7  or  8 
years.  EIA-SAT  suggested  that  this  de¬ 
ficiency  be  corrected  by  deleting  numer¬ 
ical  sharing  criteria  values  from  the 
Radio  Regulations  and  specifying  that 
sharing  criteria  shall  be  consistent  with 
appropriate  recommendations  of  the 
cent.  Comsat  commented  similarly  on 
this  point.  ELA-SAT  proposed  that  sta¬ 
tions  meeting  such  criteria  should  be 
notified  to  the  International  Frequency 
Registration  Board  (IFRB)  for  official 
recording  in  the  records  of  the  ITU. 

9.  EIA-SAT  recommended  also  that 
the  Radio  Regulations  provide  for  the 
case  where  the  sharing  criteria  are  not 
met.  In  this  case  if  the  administrations 
concerned  could  reach  agreement  with 
respect  to  a  specific  station  or  service,  the 
stations  concerned — and  the  agreed  cri¬ 
teria — would  be  notified  to  the  IFRB  and 
entered  in  the  Master  Register.  Addi¬ 
tionally,  EIA-SAT  urged  adoption  of  the 
following;  “Where  existing  CCIR  rec¬ 
ommendations  do  not  provide  the  shar¬ 
ing  criteria,  and  the  needs  of  a  service 
are  pressing,  the  Radio  Regulations 
should  state  that  the  sharing  shall  be 
according  to  criteria  to  be  established  or 
by  mutual  agreement  of  the  administra¬ 
tions  concerned ;  The  future  operation  of 
the  station  shall  be  subject  to  review  ac¬ 
cording  to  future  standards  of  the  (X)IR, 
in  cases  where  interference  arises.’’ 

10.  The  Commission  is  sympathetic 
with  the  view  that  there  should  be  maxi¬ 
mum  coordination  between  administra¬ 
tions  with  respect  to  the  use  of  shared 
bands,  whether  or  not  specific  sharing 
criteria  have  been  established  by  the 
CCIR  for  the  case  in  question  and  will 
make  recconmendatlons  to  that  end. 
With  respect  to  the  views  expressed  in 
the  preceding  paragraph,  however,  it  is 
not  clear  why  the  respondent  would  treat 
the  two  cases  differently.  In  the  first  in¬ 
stance,  it  is  assumed  that  the  sharing 
criteria  cannot  be  met  but  that  adminis¬ 
trations  concerned  reach  agreement 
nonetheless.  In  the  second  Instance,  cov¬ 
ered  by  the  quoted  comment,  there  are  no 
sharing  criteria  but  the  ad^nistratlons 
concerned  reach  agreement  on  a  shar¬ 
ing  arrangement.  In  either  case,  agree¬ 
ment  is  recurhed  by  administrations 
without  particular  reference  to  CCIR 
recommended  sharing  criteria. 

11.  EIA-SAT  expressed  concern  about 
the  possibility  of  developing  coordinated 
preliminary  ^ews  for  transmittal  abroad 
by  February  or  March  1969,  and  also 
“about  the  reality  of  modifying  the  Pre¬ 
liminary  Views  once  they  have  been  co¬ 
ordinated  and  communicated  outside  the 
country.’’  The  respondent  states  further, 
“•  •  *  According  to  information  avail- 
abel  to  us,  the  urgent  problems  are  those 
rdating  to  Intelsat,  and  to  Inter-Sputnik. 
Others,  though  important,  are  not  at 
least  so  urgent.  Therefore,  we  urge  that 
the  Commission,  as  well  as  the  other 


agencies  Involved,  adopt  a  realistic 
schedule  which  allows  more  time  to  de¬ 
velop  solutions  to  the  total  problem.’’ 

12.  For  the  reasons  set  forth  in  para¬ 
graph  12  of  its  second  notice  of  inquiry, 
the  Commission  continues  to  hold  the 
view  that  the  preliminary  views  must  be 
transmitted  abroad  by  March  1969,  if 
they  are  to  have  maximum  usefulness 
In  consultotlons  with  other  administra- 
Itions.  EIA-SATs  concern  about  “the 
reality  of  modifying  the  Preliminary 
Views’’  is  not  well  founded.  Such  views 
have  been  circulated  abroad  in  advance 
of  several  past  conferences  without  in¬ 
hibiting  in  any  way  national  decisions 
to  make  changes  in  the  formal  proposals 
to  the  conference  in  question.  For  ex¬ 
ample,  prior  to  the  1963  Space  Confer¬ 
ence,  preliminary  views  were  circulated 
abroad,  followed  several  months  later  by 
a  revised  version  entitled  I>raft  Pro¬ 
posals.  Changes  were  made  in  the  latter 
before  being  forwarded  to  the  ITU  as 
formal  proposals.  The  reference  to  In¬ 
telsat  vis-a-vis  Inter-Sputnik  in  the  con¬ 
text  of  preparatory  work  for  the  Space 
WARC  does  not  appear  to  be  appropriate. 

13.  Comsat  expressed  agreement  with 
the  Commission’s  views  with  resp)ect  to 
interference  between  earth  stations  and 
terrestrial  stations  and  with  respect  to 
interference  between  space  stations  and 
terrestrial  stations.  They  did  not  agree 
with  the  Commission’s  views  with  respect 
to  interference  between  space  stations  of 
different  satellite  systems,  and  between 
space  stations  of  one  satellite  system  and 
earth  stations  of  another  system.  How¬ 
ever,  this  disagreement  appears  to  stem 
from  a  misimderstanding  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  intention  in  this  regard.  Com¬ 
sat  is  of  the  view  that  every  effort  should 
be  made  to  coordinate  with  other  ad¬ 
ministrations  to  resolve  potential  inter¬ 
ference  between  sc>ace  stations  of  differ¬ 
ent  systems  and  between  space  stations 
of  one  system  and  earth  stations  of 
another  system,  prior  to  the  notification 
of  newly  proposed  stations  to  the  IFRB. 
The  Commission  agrees  with  that  view. 
Paragraph  7  of  the  second  notice  said, 
in  part,  we  propose  to  “•  •  •  establish 
procedures  whereby  the  IFRB  would 
make  technical  exaniination  for  the 
space  services  in  much  the  same  fashion 
as  is  done  now  for  terrestrial  services.” 

14.  No.  505  of  the  Radio  Regulations, 
which  has  to  do  with  the  procedures  for 
examination  of  notices  and  the  record¬ 
ing  of  frequency  assignments  in  the 
Master  Register  for  terrestrial  services 
by  the  IFRB,  states ; 

Where  appropriate,  the  Board  shall  also 
examine  the  notice  with  respect  to  Its  con¬ 
formity  with  a  regional  or  service  agree¬ 
ment.  The  procedure  to  be  followed  In  con¬ 
nection  with  frequency  assignments  made 
pursuant  to  such  an  agreement  shall  be  as 
spedfled  in  Nos.  601  and  502  or  603  except 
that  the  Board  shall  not  consider  the  ques¬ 
tion  of  the  probability  of  harmful  Inter¬ 
ference  among  the  parties  to  such  agreement. 
Similarly,  the  Bocud  shall  not  consider  the 
probability  of  harmful  Interference  to  the 
assignments  ot  any  administration  with 
which  coordlnatlMi  has  been  affected. 

It  was  the  Commission’s  intention  to  pro¬ 
pose  extension  of  that  concept  to  cover 
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the  space  services  as  well  as  terrestrial 
services  so  that  an  administration  plan¬ 
ning  a  new  station  or  system  would  have 
the  option  of  prior  coordination  or  of 
going  directly  to  the  Board. 

15.  In  furtherance  of  its  proposal  for 
increased  and  more  detailed  coordina¬ 
tion,  Comsat  recommended  that  Resolu¬ 
tion  lA  of  the  1963  Space  Conference  be 
replaced  by  a  coordination  procedure 
comparable  to  that  now  contained  in  Ar¬ 
ticles  9  and  9A;  As  visualized  by  Comsat, 
such  a  procedure  would  be  applicable 
to  the  prior  identification  and  resolution 
of  potential  interference  problems  be¬ 
tween  space  stations  of  one  system  and 
earth  stations  of  another  system,  and 
between  space  stations  of  different  sys¬ 
tems.  It  would  permit  direct  coordina¬ 
tion  between  administrations  and  would 
provide  for  the  IPRB  to  be  kept  in¬ 
formed.  If  those  seeking  coordination 
were  unable  to  reach  complete  agree¬ 
ment  with  all  other  administrations  con¬ 
cerned,  with  respect  to  potential  inter¬ 
ference,  the  IPRB,  upon  request,  there¬ 
after  (but  prior  to  the  laimch)  would 
conduct  a  technical  examination  to 
determine  the  probability  of  harmful  in¬ 
terference  and  issue  findings  relating 
thereto.  “As  at  present,  however,  suc¬ 
cessful  coordination  would  not  be  a  pre¬ 
requisite  to  the  commencement  of  opera¬ 
tion  by  the  station  concerned.” 

16.  The  Commission  is  in  general 
agreement  with  the  procedure  con¬ 
templated  by  Comsat  but  considers  the 
last  quoted  sentence  to  be  an  over¬ 
simplification  of  the  situation.  If  the 
sentence  is  intended  to  cover  the  case  of 
an  unfavorable  finding  by  the  Board,  it  is 
true  that  the  administration  receiving 
that  finding  may  activate  the  station.  If 
the  unfavorable  finding  by  the  Board  was 
based  on  existing  fixed  or  mobile  sta¬ 
tions,  the  assignments  for  which  are 
recorded  in  the  Master  Register,  and  if 
the  “activated”  station  continues  to 
operate  for  120  days  without  complaint 
of  harmful  interference,  the  notification 
may  be  returned  to  the  Board  advising 
them  of  that  operation  and  the  assign¬ 
ment  will  be  recorded  in  the  Master 
Register  with  a  notation  relative  to  the 
conditions  under  which  it  was  recorded. 
If  harmful  interference  does  occur  as 
predicted,  however,  the  “activated”  sta¬ 
tion  would  be  required  to  discontinue 
operation.  This  matter  is  complicated 
further  by  the  terms  of  No.  639AE(2)a), 
as  an  example,  which  allows  not  only 
existing  fixed  and  mobile  stations  to  be 
taken  into  account  in  the  coordination 
procedure,  but  also  those  which  may  be 
brought  into  use  within  2  years.  If  the 
unfavorable  finding  by  the  Board  had 
been  based  on  probable  interference  to 
those  “future”  stations,  the  120  days  of 
interference-free  operation  referred  to 
above  would  necessarily  start  with  the 
first  day  the  fixed  or  mobile  stations  in 
question  were  brought  into  use.  Again, 
however,  if  harmful  interference  oc¬ 
curred,  the  “activated”  station  in  toe 
space  service  would  be  obliged  to  cease 
operation,  in  conformity  with  Article  48 
of  toe  ITU  Convention  (Montreux,  1965) , 
to  which  toe  United  States  is  a  party. 


17.  In  support  of  its  coordination  con¬ 

cept,  Comsat  stated,  “•  •  •  the  existence 
of  such  international  institutional 
mechanisms  as  INTELSAT  (presently 
with  63  members) ,  within  and  by  which 
coordination  could  be  carried  out,  sug¬ 
gests  a  further  practical  advantage  to  a 
coordination  procedure,  rather  than  toe 
initial  utilization  of  the  IFRB.”  It  may 
well  be  that  •  the  existence  of 

*  •  *  INTELSAT  *  •  ♦  suggests  a 
further  practical  advantage  to  a  co¬ 
ordination  procedure  *  *  *”  but  the 
degree  to  which  it  can  be  more  Llian  a 
suggestion  is  conjectural.  Within  the 
INTELSAT  membership,  once  there  is 
agreement  to  add  another  segment  to  the 
INTELSAT  system,  there  should  be 
little  difficulty  in  effecting  coordination 
among  the  members.  This  is  not  fore¬ 
seen  as  a  problem.  In  the  case  of  space 
station  to  space  station  or  earth  station 
to  space  station,  in  different  systems, 
however,  INTELSAT  as  an  entity  would 
be  in  the  position  of  dealing  with  some 
competing  entity,  if  Comsat’s  argument 
were  accepted.  However,  by  its  terms  of 
reference,  the  IFRB  is  authorized  to  deal 
only  with  administrations.  In  practice, 
the  Board  will  do  no  more  than  acknowl¬ 
edge  receipt  of  correspondence  from 
“non-administrations”  and  forward  that 
correspondence  on  to  the  cognizant 
administrations  for  any  action  con¬ 
sidered  appropriate.  Hence,  it  would 
appear  that  coordination  would  neces¬ 
sarily  be  conducted  among  administra¬ 
tions — or  at  least  through  administra¬ 
tions — if  recognition  by  the  Board  was 
desired. 

18.  Comsat  does  not  agree  that  tech¬ 
nical  examinations  by  the  Board  would 
tend  to  obviate  the  need  for  an  interna¬ 
tional  allotment  plan  for  geostationary 
orbital  positions.  In  this  context,  the 
Commission  would  agree  with  Comsat. 
However,  that  is  not  toe  context  in  which 
the  proposal  was  presented.  Comsat 
stated  “•  »  •  The  reference  by  toe 
Commission  in  paragraph  7  of  the  Notice 
of  Inquiry  to  the  use  of  a  single  param¬ 
eter,  ‘desired-to-undesired  signal  ra¬ 
tio’,  for  the  purpose  of  conducting  a 
technical  examination,  is  an  oversimpli¬ 
fication.  The  relative  interference  is  also 
a  function  of  toe  type  of  modulation 
(and  bandwidth)  and  the  signal-to- 
thermal  noise  ratio.  These  in  turn  de¬ 
pend  on  earth  station  antenna  size;  pow¬ 
er  amplifier  output  and  system  noise 
temperature:  satellite  characteristics 
such  as  ERP,  G/T,  transponder  gain, 
and  antenna  characteristics;  channel 
capacity  desired;  and  relative  locations 
of  countries  among  which  communica¬ 
tions  are  desired.  Further,  these  are  in 
turn  dependent  on  system  economics.  All 
in  all,  the  subject  is  complex  and  not 
amenable  to  solution  by  any  simple 
formula.” 

19.  The  Commission  is  well  aware  of 
the  factors  which  would  be  involved  in 
a  technical  examination  of  competing 
systems.  Quoting  fully,  the  Commission 
said  in  the  sentence  in  c>aragraph  7  re¬ 
ferred  to  by  Comsat,  “Using  this  ap¬ 
proach  toe  IFRB  could  conduct  an  ex¬ 
amination,  based  on  the  technical  char¬ 


acteristics  of  existing  communication  K 
satellite  systems  already  recorded  in  the  f 
Master  Register  and  those  of  the  newly  I 
notified  system,  to  ensure  that  an  agreed  I 
minimiun  desired-to-undesired  signal  f 
ratio  would  be  preserved  at  the  receiver  I 
input  of  the  existing  system.”  Short  of 
system  economics,  the  parameters  sug¬ 
gested  by  Comsat  as  necessary  for  a  ■ 
technical  examination  would  be  avail-  r 
able  to  the  Board  in  the  case  of  the  sys¬ 
tem  already  recorded  and  would  be  con-  i 
tained  in  the  notification  submitted  for 
the  new  system.  The  quoted  sentence, 
read  in  context  with  the  ensuing  para¬ 
graphs  of  the  second  notice  of  inquiry  | 
make  it  clear  that  the  “agreed  minimum  I 
desired-to-undesired  signal  ratio”  will  be 
influenced  by  the  technical  features  of 
various  competing  systems. 

20.  Comsat  stated  further  that  “the  ► 

Commission’s  concern  about  obviating 
the  need  for  an  international  allotment  ' 
plan  is  premature  since  there  presently  is  t 
no  evidence  indicating  toe  neM  for  such 

a  plan.”  The  Commission  agrees  that 
there  is  no  convincing  evidence  indicat-  \ 
ing  a  need  for  such  a  plan,  but  it  is 
aware  that  there  are  administrations 
who  desire  such  an  allotment  plan.  ’The 
argument  presented  by  the  Commission 
was  to  the  point  that  so  long  as  protec¬ 
tion  can  be  given  to  existing  systems  by 
antenna  directivity,  polarization,  differ¬ 
ent  modulation  methods,  etc.,  the  neces¬ 
sary  orbital  spacing  becomes  a  variable 
rather  than  a  single  predetermined  fig-  | 
ure  applicable  to  all  systems,  which  would  I 
be  the  case  in  an  allotment  plan.  I 

21.  Comsat  set  forth  what  it  regards  r 

as  essential  elements  of  a  coordination  I 
procedure,  stating  “•  *  *  these  ele-  | 
ments,  which  are  also  applicable  to  | 

earth  station  ccK)rdination,  are  pres-  ' 

ently  not  foimd  in  the  Article  9A  pro-  ■ 
cedure  applicable  to  earth  stations,  and 
accordingly  it  is  recommended  that  such 
procedure  be  revised  to  incon>orate  them. 
These  elements  fall  into  the  following 
general  categories:” 

(i)  Provisions  to  assure  that  the  co¬ 
ordination  procedure  is  implemented 
promptly  and  does  not  permit  possibili¬ 
ties  for  delay  on  the  part  of  the  ad¬ 
ministration  with  whom  coordination  is 
sought,  whether  for  earth  or  space 
stations. 

(ii)  Provisions  to  assure  prompt  and 
appropriate  disclosure  by  all  administra¬ 
tions  concerned  of  the  facts  relevant  to 
the  assessment  and  determination  of 
the  probability  of  interference,  such 
as  the  proposed  station’s  technical 
characteristics. 

(iii)  Provisions  designed  to  specify 
more  particularly  the  procedures  to  be 
followed  by  the  administrations  con¬ 
cerned  in  resolving  a  difference  of  opin¬ 
ion  concerning  ’  potential  interference  ** 
problems. 

(iv)  Provisions  designed  to  reflect  the 
fact  that  the  construction  of  earth  sta¬ 
tions  and  space  stations  is  a  long-term 
process,  and  that  relevant  data  relating 

to  the  coordinating  procedure  becomes  ; 
available  at  different  times.  This  may 
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suggest  a  multistep  coordination  pro¬ 
cedure  in  which  the  administration  seek¬ 
ing  coordination  provides  other  admin¬ 
istrations  with  specified  information  at 
certain  intervals  as  that  Information 
becomes  available.  The  procedure  would 
have  to  be  structured  in  such  a  way  as 
to  discourage  the  circulation  by  admin¬ 
istrations,  in  the  first  stage  of  the  co¬ 
ordination  procedures,  of  theoretical 
plans  for  space  stations  for  which  there 
were  no  actual  and  specific  programs  for 
early  implementation.  Following  this 
multistep  coordination  procedure  would 
come  notification  to  the  IFRB.  It  would 
have  to  be  made  clear  that  a  station’s 
legal  status  or  protection  is  not  based 
solely  on  an  attempt  to  coordinate  but 
upon  coordination  and  registration  with- 
the  IFRB.  Moreover,  it  is  recommended 
that  any  registration  for  space  stations 
which  did  not  commence  operations 
within  a  stated  period  should  be  canceled. 

(v)  In  view  of  the  enormous  invest¬ 
ment  in  satellite  systems  and  the  limita¬ 
tions  of  making  a^ustments  in  satellites 
after  laimch,  it  is  essential  that  the  na¬ 
ture  and  legal  consequences  of  an  un¬ 
favorable  finding  by  the  IFRB,  partic¬ 
ularly  concerning  the  probabiUty  of 
harmful  interference,  be  clearly  spelled 
out  in  the  Radio  Regulations;  it  would 
be  advisable  to  establish  a  procedme  set¬ 
ting  forth  the  steps  which  may  then  be 
taken  to  resolve  the  matter.  In  this  re¬ 
spect,  the  statement  on  this  point  at  the 
end  of  paragraph  7  of  the  second  notice 
of  inquiry  needs  clarification.  Under  the 
present  regulations,  for  example,  the  is¬ 
suance  of  an  unfavorable  finding  for  a 
new  earth  station  does  not  mean  that  the 
operation  of  such  station  is  barred,  but 
only  that  certain  adverse  legal  conse¬ 
quences  follow  if  harmful  interference 
subsequently  is  caused.  While  Comsat  is 
cognizant  of  the  practical  difficulties  in¬ 
volved  in  reaching  international  agree¬ 
ment  on  the  relative  priorities  and  legal 
status  of  recorded  frequency  assign¬ 
ments,  we  believe  that  an  attempt  must 
be  made  to  define  the  legal  status  of  sta¬ 
tions  in  the  space  services. 

22.  Category  (i)  is  provided  for,  in  part, 
in  existing  regulations,  insofar  as  earth 
stations  are  concerned.  For  example,  Na 
639AE  states  that  an  administration  with 
which  coordination  is  sought  shall  ac¬ 
knowledge  receipt  of  the  coordination 
within  30  days  and  shall  promptly  ex¬ 
amine  the  matter  *  *  •  and  shall, 
within  a  fiurther  period  of  30  days  notify 
the  other  administration  of  its  agreement 
or  disagreement.  If  in  disagreement,  it  is 
required  to  send  the  administration  seek¬ 
ing  coordination  a  scale  diagram  show¬ 
ing  its  fixed  or  mobile  stations  within  the 
coordination  distance  of  the  earth  sta¬ 
tion  concerned,  together  with  all  other 
revelant  basic  characteristics,  and  make 
such  suggestions  as  it  may  be  able  to 
offer  with  a  view  to  a  satisfactory  solution 
of  the  problem.  Comsat  did  not  specifi¬ 
cally  characterize  this  overall  60-day 
period  as  Inordinately  long,  nor  does  the 
Commission  consider  it  so.  It  may  be 
feasible  to  reduce  the  acknowledgment 
period  to  perhaps  14  days  but  it  would 
appear  unrealistic  to  attempt  to  reduce 


the  second  30-day  period.  Comsat’s  con¬ 
cern  about  delays  probably  is  directed 
more  at  No.  639AO  and  639AI.  The  first 
provides,  in  one  instance,  that  the  ad¬ 
ministration  seeking  coordination  may 
request  the  Board  to  attempt  coordina¬ 
tion  if,  after  90  days,  it  has  received  no 
reply  from  the  administration  with 
which  coordination  was  sought.  In  this 
case,  under  the  provisions  of  No.  639AI, 
the  Board  will  dispatch  a  telegram  to  the 
nonreplsdng  administration  in  an  effort 
to  effect  coordination.  If,  within  60  days 
thereafter  there  is  no  reply  to  the  Board’s 
telegram,  “it  shall  be  deemed  that  the 
administration  with  which  coordination , 
was  sought  shall  have  undertaken  that  no 
complaint  will  be  made  in  respect  of  any 
harmful  interference  which  may  be 
caused  by  the  earth  station  to  the  serv¬ 
ices  rendered  by  its  stations  in  the  fixed 
or  the  mobile  service.”  If,  on  tfie  59th 
day,  the  previously  nonreplying  admin¬ 
istration  notified  the  Board  that  it  could 
not  agree,  the  matter  could  be  stretched 
out  further.  This,  however,  is  hypotheti¬ 
cal  and  nothing  approaching  it  has  taken 
place,  to  the  Commission’s  knowledge.  It 
would  appear  reasonable,  however,  to  re¬ 
duce  the  90-day  period  to  coincide  with 
the  overall  period  under  No.  639AE,  and 
to  reduce  the  IFRB’s  waiting  period  to 
30  days. 

23.  Comsat’s  category  (ii)  would  ap¬ 
pear  to  be  covered  adequately  by  exist¬ 
ing  regulation  No.  639AD,  insofar  as 
earth  stations  are  concerned.  Expansion 
of  the  concept  would  be  necessary  to 
cover  other  stations  in  the  space  serv¬ 
ices,  and  such  recommendations  will  be 
made. 

24.  Category  (iii)  now  is  covered  by 
implication  only.  The  Commission  agrees 
that  the  regulations  should  be  modified 
to  treat  the  subject  explicitly. 

25.  Category  (iv),  to  some  degree,  is 
inconsistent  with  (ii)  in  that  (ii)  calls 
for  prompt  and  appropriate  disclo¬ 
sure  •  *  *  of  facts  relevant  *  *  •  such  as 
the  station’s  technical  characteristics.  It 
is  not  clear  from  Comsat’s  suggestion 
how  meaningful  coordination  could  be 
initiated  on  a  bit-by-bit  basis.  ’The  con¬ 
cluding  sentence  of  (iv)  is  covered  al¬ 
ready  by  Nos.  639C^  and  639(X  for  both 
earth  stations  and  space  stations  which 
are  notified  but  not  brought  into  regular 
operation. 

26.  Category  (v)  can  be  treated  best  by 
responding  to  Comsat’s  request  for  clari¬ 
fication  of  a  statement  at  the  end  of 
paragraph  7  of  the  second  notice,  read¬ 
ing  as  follows:  “Should  that  [technical] 
examination  result  in  an  imfavorable 
finding  by  the  Board,  it  would  be  incum¬ 
bent  upon  the  notif3dng  administration 
to  take  steps  to  ensure  that  harmful  in¬ 
terference  would  not  occur.”  An  unfavor¬ 
able  finding  by  the  Board  indicates  that, 
in  the  Board’s  judgment,  operation  of 
the  notified  station  as  proposed  will  re¬ 
sult  in  harmful  interference  to  a  sta¬ 
tion  or  stations  already  recorded  in  the 
Master  Register.  Accordingly,  the  Board 
will  not  record  that  notification  in  the 
register  at  that  time.  The  existing  regula¬ 
tions  are  quite  clear  with  respect  to  the 
options  available  to  the  notifying  ad¬ 


ministration  at  that  point.  It  may  modify 
its  proposed  operation  and  resubmit  the 
modified  notification  to  the  Board  for 
reexamination  or  it  may  undertake  the 
risk  of  operating  the  station  as  previously 
notified.  If,  after  a  prescribed  period  of 
operation,  the  anticipated  harmful  in¬ 
terference  does  not  occur,  it  may  notify 
the  Board  of  that  fact,  whereupon  the 
Board  will  record  the  notification  in  the 
Master  Register  with  an  appropriate  re¬ 
mark  indicating  the  conditions  under 
which  the  entry  was  recorded.  An  un¬ 
favorable  finding  by  the  Board  clearly 
does  not  constitute  a  bar  to  operation  by 
the  station  in  question.  It  is  merely  a 
warning  that  interference  is  anticipated. 
A  finding  by  the  Board,  whether  favor¬ 
able  or  unfavorable,  in  no  way  relieves 
a  station  operator  of  his  responsibilities 
in  the  event  his  operations  cause  harm¬ 
ful  interference  to  stations  having  an 
earlier  date  of  registration  and  which 
are  operating  in  conformity  with  their 
registration.  It  is  his  responsibility  to 
take  remedial  action  to  resolve  the  harm¬ 
ful  interference.  It  is  that  basic  premise 
upon  which  the  international  Radio 
Regulations  have  proven  so  successful 
throughout  their  history. 

27.  In  its  category  (v)  Comsat  has  sug¬ 
gested  that  a  procedure  be  established  to 
resolve  the  matter  of  an  unfavorable 
finding,  particularly  with  respect  to  the 
probability  of  harmful  interference.  ’This 
is  impractical  since  unfavorable  findings 
are  based  invariably  on  the  probability 
of  harmful  interference  and  there  is  no 
set  pattern  to  the  resolution  of  such  cases. 
It  is  simply  a  matter  of  the  newest  sta¬ 
tion  taking  the  initiative  in  adapting  to 
the  situation  in  the  current  environment 
and  achieving  compatability  with  opera¬ 
tions  which  have  been  registered.  ’The 
Commission  is  not  disposed  to  propose  a 
change  in  that  basic  concept. 

28.  Comsat  ftirther  points  out  the  de¬ 
sirability  of  deleting  from  Appendix  lA 
the  requirement  that  discrete  frequencies 
be  registered  with  the  IFRB  in  the  case 
of  the  commxmication-satellite  service, 
inasmuch  as  space  stations  in  that  serv¬ 
ice  act  as  broadband  repeaters,  occupying 
essentially  the  entire  band  available  to 
them.  ’They  suggest  that  the  characteris¬ 
tics  of  the  space  station — rather  than  the 
notification  of  discrete  frequencies — 
would  suffice.  ’The  Commission  is  in 
agreement  with  this  concept  and  will 
make  proposals  consistent  therewith. 

29.  Comsat  notes  also  the  lack  of,  and 
need  for,  procedures  under  which  intra 
and  inter  service  interference  problems 
can  be  identified  and  resolved  in  those 
cases  where  mobile  systems  employing 
space  techniques  will  be  sharing  bands 
with  the  more  conventional  terrestrial 
systems.  The  specific  proposals  set  forth 
in  the  attachment  hereto  are  intended 
to  be  responsive  to  the  problems  discussed 
above  as  well  as  to  additional  matters 
coming  to  the  Commission’s  attention. 

30.  ’Thus  far  we  have  dealt  essentially 
with  matters  involving  the  communica¬ 
tion-satellite  service  and  the  application 
of  space  techniques  in  the  mobile  service. 
However,  the  conference  will  deal  with 
a  multiplicity  of  other  services,  the  needs 
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of  which  have  come  to  us  in  our  consul¬ 
tation  with  tjie  Office  of  Telecommunica¬ 
tions  Management  and  through  other 
soiirces.  The  following  paragraphs  treat 
them  on  a  servlce-by-servlce  basis. 

Space  Research  Service 

31.  TTie  Table  of  Frequency  Alloca¬ 
tions,  as  modified  by  the  1963  Space  Con¬ 
ference,  specifies  that  the  use  of  any  fre¬ 
quency  band  between  136  and  2300  MHz 
allocated  to  the  space  research  service  is 
designated  for  “Telemetering  and  track¬ 
ing”.  These  terms  are  defined  interna¬ 
tionally  as  follows: 

84AW  Space  Telemetering — The  use  of 
telemetering  for  the  transmission 
from  a  space  station  of  results  of 
measurements  made  In  a  space¬ 
craft,  including  those  relating  to 
the  functioning  of  the  spacecraft. 
84AZ  Space  Tracking — ^Determination  of 
the  orbit,  velocity  or  instantaneous 
position  of  an  object  in  space  by 
means  of  radlodetermlnatlon,  ex¬ 
cluding  primary  radar,  for  the 
piirpose  of  following  the  movement 
of  the  object. 

32.  “Space  telemetering”  does  not 
clearly  indude,  as  one  example,  the  case 
of  telemetry  data  transmissions  from 
one  space  station  to  a  second  space  sta¬ 
tion  to  an  earth  station.  However,  during 
the  time  frame  for  which  we  are  plan¬ 
ning,  it  is  reasonable  to  assume  that  there 
will  be  manned  orbiting  laboratories  or 
other  space  platforms  for  which  such 
provisions  should  be  made.  Accordingly, 
in  certain  frequency  bands  specified  in 
the  attachment  hereto  we  propose  that 
the  allocation  table  show  “Space  Re¬ 
search  (Space-to-Earth)  ”  in  lieu  of 
“Space  Research  (Telemetering  and 
tracking)  ”.  Although  the  same  end 
could  be  achieved  by  changing  the  defi¬ 
nition  of  space  telemetering  to  meet  the 
spedal  needs  of  the  space  research  serv¬ 
ice,  such  a  change  is  considered  undesir¬ 
able  since,  as  now  written,  it  is  applicable 
to  all  of  the  remaining  space  services. 

33.  A  similar  problem  presents  Itself 
with  respect  to  the  use  of  telecommand 
frequencies  in  the  space  research  service. 
Some  such  frequencies  are  now  being 
used  in  the  sense  of  an  “up-data  link” 
rather  than  merely  to  perform  a  tele¬ 
command  fimction.  One  such  application 
Involves  the  use  of  two-way  coherent 
Doppler  and  ranging  systems  to  deter¬ 
mine  with  a  high  order  of  precision,  the 
range,  range-rate,  and  angular  bearing 
of  various  spacecraft.  In  such  systems,  a 
signal  is  transmitted  from  earth  on  a 
telecommand  frequency  to  a  tum-aroimd 
transponder  on  the  spacecraft  where  it 
is  coherently  translated  to  and  retrans¬ 
mitted  on  the  telemetering  frequency 
back  to  the  earth  station  for  comparison 
with  the  “up”  signal.  Space  telecommand 
is  defined  internationally  as  follows: 

84AY  Space  Telecommand — The  use  of  ra¬ 
diocommunication  for  the  trans¬ 
mission  of  signals  to  a  si>ace 
station  to  initiate,  modify  or  ter¬ 
minate  functions  of  the  equipment 
on  a  space  object,  including  the 
space  station. 

Accordingly,  to  ensure  that  this  im- 
PKirtant  fimction  is  covered  adequately. 


we  propose  that  certain  frequency  bands 
be  designated  for  “earth-to-space  trans¬ 
missions”  rather  than  the  more  restricted 
“telecommand  transmissions”. 

34.  Attention  is  invited  particularly  to 
the  attachment  hereto  wherein  it  is  pro¬ 
posed  to  modify  footnote  No.  285A  to  ac¬ 
commodate  additional  telecommand  re¬ 
quirements.  The  existing  No.  285A  reads 
as  follows: 

The  frequencies  148.25  Mc/s  ±15  kc/s  and 
154.2  Mc/s  ±15  kc/s  may  be  used  for  space 
telecommand,  subject  to  agreement  among 
the  administrations  concerned  and  those 
having  services  operating  in  accordance  with 
the  table,  which  may  be  affected. 

The  frequency  154.2  MHz  has  not  been 
Implemented  nationally  for  this  pur¬ 
pose  because  of  potential  Interference 
problems  and  the  single  frequency 
148.25  Mc/s  has  been  insufficient  to  ac¬ 
commodate  all  space  telecommand  re¬ 
quirements  in  this  portion  of  the  spec¬ 
trum,  because  of  the  large  number  of 
space  research  vehicles  in  operation.  As 
a  consequence,  on  a  case-by-case  basis, 
national  arrangements  have  been  made 
to  use  additional  nearby  frequencies  for 
this  fimction.  No  change  in  the  interna¬ 
tional  regulations  would  be  required  to 
permit  the  continuation  of  that  practice. 
However,  the  United  States  has  a  major 
interest  in  many  space  research  installa¬ 
tions  around  the  world  where  it  becomes 
necessary  to  use  some  of  the  additional 
telecommand  frequencies.  Since  national 
laws  vary  from  country  to  country,  it 
has  often  been  difficult  to  obtain  local 
authority  to  use  frequencies  not  specifi¬ 
cally  provided  for  in  the  International 
Table  of  Frequency  Allocations.  Conse¬ 
quently,  to  provide  for  increased  flexi¬ 
bility,  we  propose  that  No.  285A  be 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

Frequencies  within  the  band  148-149.9  MHz 
may  be  used  for  space  telecommand,  sub¬ 
ject  to  agreement  among  the  administrations 
concerned  and  those  having  services  operat¬ 
ing  in  accordance  with  the  table,  which  may 
be  affected. 

35.  Further,  in  examining  the  interna¬ 
tional  Table  of  Frequency  Allocations, 
one  will  find  a  number  of  frequency 
bands  allocated  exclusively  to  the  space 
research  service  for  i^ace-to-earth 
transmissions  in  ITU  Region  2  (the 
Americas)  whereas  in  Regions  1  and  3 
(the  remainder  of  the  world) ,  the  siiace 
research  service  shares  these  same  bands 
with  other  radio  services.  Generally, 
these  are  bands  in  which  the  United 
States  had  a  strong  interest  at  the 
time  of  the  1963  Space  Conference 
and  wherein,  collectively,  the  coun¬ 
tries  of  Region  2  felt  that  exclusive 
allocations  were  required  for  the  space 
research  service.  However,  experience 
gained  at  various  space  research  stations 
in  other  Regions  in  which  the  United 
States  has  an  interest  makes  it  clear  that 
we  need  no  longer  press  for  exclusivity 
in  all  space  research  bands  if  reasonable 
sharing  criteria  are  observed.  The  pat¬ 
tern  of  earth  station  locations  in  the 
space  research  service  is  now  fairly  well 
established  and  granting  access  to  other 
services  in  the  space  research  bands  is 
not  expected  to  have  an  inhibiting  effect 


upon  the  space  research  service.  Further, 
having  concluded  that  some  sharing  is 
feasible,  the  space  research  service  may 
be  permitted  to  expand  into  other  bands 
for  space-to-earth  transmissions  on  a 
shared  basis  in  those  portions  of  the  spec¬ 
trum  where  it  Is  now  suffering  conges¬ 
tion  in  its  present  exclusive  bands.  Both 
situations  are  dealt  with  in  the  frequency 
allocation  proposals  contained  in  ^e  at¬ 
tachment  hereto. 

36.  Our  space  research  service  now 
suffers  constraints  in  one  area  which 
the  existing  Table  of  PTequency  Alloca¬ 
tions  does  not  cater  for  and,  as  a  result, 
some  space  research  bands  cannot  be 
used  to  full  advantage.  Over  the  years 
the  National  Aeronautics  and  Si>ace 
Administration  (NASA)  has  develop^  a 
highly  successful  earth-space-earth  sys¬ 
tem,  referred  to  by  NASA  as  its  “Unified 
S-Band”  or  USB  system.  This  system, 
designed  to  use  the  2110-2120  MHz  tele¬ 
command  band  In  conjunction  with  the 
deep  space  band  2290-2300  MHz,  relies  k 
on  an  “up”  to  “down”  frequency  ratio  of  | 
221/240.  Certain  proposals  based  on  this  I 
ratio  are  treated  in  the  attachment 
hereto. 

Meteorological-Satellite  Service 

37.  The  meteorological-satellite  serv¬ 

ice,  as  defined  by  the  1963  Space  Ccm- 
ference,  was  a  one-way  service  limited  to 
space-to-earth  transmission  of  data 
gathered  by  various  types  of  sensors 
aboard  satellites.  Some  meteorological 
satellites  will  continue  to  function  In  that 
manner.  However,  the  terminology  is  not 
fully  descriptive  of  advanced  meteoro¬ 
logical-satellite  systems  such  as  the  Geo-  | 

stationary  Operational  Environmental  I 

Satellite  (CKDES)  and  the  functions  It  is  I 
intended  to  perform.  It  Is  expected  to  I 
operate  in  three  separate  pairs  of  fre-  I 
quency  bands,  performing  a  different  f 

function  in  each  pair.  h 

38.  The  1963  Space  Conference  alio-  I 
cated  the  frequency  band  401-402  MHz  | 
to  the  meteorological  aids  and  space  1 
services  on  a  primary  basis  and  to  the  P 
fixed  and  mobile  (except  aeronautical  * 
mobile)  services  on  a  secondary  basis. 
Additionally,  the  frequency  band  460-470 
MHz  was  allocated  to  the  fixed  and  mo¬ 
bile  services  on  a  primary  basis  and  to 
the  meteorological-satellite  service  on  a 
secondary  basis.  In  March  1966,  NASA 
undertook  an  experimental  program  in 
which,  with  the  concurrence  of  the  Com¬ 
mission,  interrogating  signals  were 
transmitted  on  466  MHz  from  a  single 
earth  station  to  a  satellite  which  relayed 
those  signals  in  the  band  401-402  MHz 

to  remotely  located  sensor  platforms. 
Those  platforms  then  responded  on  466 
MHz  for  relay  back  through  the  satellite 
which  transmitted  downward  in  the  band 
401-402  MHz  to  the  interrogating  station, 
also  called  tiie  command  data  acquisition 
(CDA)  station.  This  experimental  pro¬ 
gram  was  carried  out  successfully,  with¬ 
out  interference  to  the  users  of  the  band 
460-470  MHz.  Studies  are  continuing  to 
determine  the  appropriate  band  in  which 
to  accommodate  the  up-llnk  of  an  opera¬ 
tional  system  following  the  experimental 
program  described. 
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39.  Also  proposed  for  accommodation 
in  the  same  of  frequency  bands  Is 
the  Earth  Resources  Satellite  (ERS) 
system  which  will  operate  in  a  manner 
comparable  to  GOES  but  the  satellite 
will  be  at  a  lower  altitude  and  in  an  in¬ 
clined  orbit.  Each  system  will  have  a 
CDA  transmitting  in  the  appropriate  up- 
band  to  its  satellite  which  will  translate 
the  interrogating  signals  downward  in 
the  band  401-403  MHz  to  trigger  the  re¬ 
mote  data  sensor  platforms.  Again,  the 
return  path  will  be  in  the  appropriate 
up-band  from  the  platforms  to  the  satel¬ 
lite  and  in  the  band  401-403  MHz  from 
the  satellite  to  the  CDA.  When  fully  im¬ 
plemented,  it  is  expected  that,  worldwide, 
the  platforms  associated  with  GOES  and 
ERS  would  total  some  2,000.  The  “plat¬ 
forms”  might  be  buoys,  rain  or  river 
gauges,  ships,  balloons,  remote  land 
installations,  etc. 

40.  The  platforms  are  expected  to  be 
Interrogated  at  about  6 -hour  intervals, 
the  response  from  each  would  consist 
of  3-30  second  data  transmission,  and 
their  locations  would  be  such  that 
read-out  by  nonspace  techniques  would 
be  impracticable.  A  total  of  four  chan¬ 
nels,  each  300  kHz  wide,  is  considered 
adequate  to  meet  the  combined  needs 
of  GOES  and  ERS.  There  would  be  a 
single  CDA  within  the  United  States  for 
ERS,  at  a  site  not  yet  determined.  GOES 
would  have  one  CDA  at  Wallops  Island, 
Va.,  and  perhaps  a  second  at  Fairbanks, 
Alaska.  Collectively,  therefore,  the  im¬ 
pact  of  these  systems  upon  terrestrial 
systems  should  be  insignificant.  How¬ 
ever,  the  susceptibility  of  the  receiver 
aboard  the  satellite  to  interference  from 
terrestrial  systems  is  still  being  evaluated 
by  NASA  and  this  problem  may  ulti¬ 
mately  be  the  determining  factor  in  the 
later  selection  of  a  suitable  “up-link” 
frequency  band. 

41.  A  second  pair  of  bands  proposed 
for  GOES  would  involve  two  5 -megahertz 
bands  each  in  the  frequency  bands  1670- 
1680  and  2025-2120  MHz.  In  this  phase 
of  the  program,  raw  camera  data  would 
be  transmitted  from  the  satellite  to  the 
CDA  in  the  band  1670-1680  MHz.  The 
camera  data  would  be  semiprocessed  at 
the  CDA  and  retransmitted  in  the  band 
2025-2120  MHz  to  the  satellite  for  relay 
to  forecast  centers,  in  the  band  1670- 
1680  MHz.  The  band  2025-2120  MHz  is 
allocated  to  non-Govemment  services 
but  again,  there  would  be  but  one  CDA, 
at  Wallops  Island,  Va.,  and  the  impact 
upon  non-Government  users  would  be 
minimal.  An  international  footnote  is 
proposed  in  this  case  also,  with  the 
imderstanding,  nationally,  that  ap¬ 
propriate  limitations  would  be  placed  on 
the  use  of  the  band  for  space  purposes. 

42.  Arrangements  similar  to  the  above 
have  been  proposed  also  for  GOES  in 
the  7  and  8  GHz  band.  In  this  phase, 
high  resolution  infrared  sensor  data  and 
color  camera  data  collected  aboard  the 
spacecraft  would  be  transmitted  from 
the  satellite  to  the  CDA,  semiprocessed 
and  retransmitted  to  the  satellite  for  re¬ 
laying  to  forecast  centers.  The  details  of 
the  proposal  are  set  forth  in  the  attach¬ 
ment  hereto. 


43.  A  second  proposal  with  respect  to 
ERS  concerns  the  frequency  band  2550- 
2690  MHz  wherein  ^ace-to-space  and 
space-to-earth  transmissions  of  earth 
sciences  data  would  be  accommodated. 
Again,  only  a  single  read-out  station 
within  the  conterminous  United  States  is 
proposed  and  footnote  status,  as  opposed 
to  an  entry  in  the  Table  of  Frequency 
Allocations,  would  api>ear  adequate.  A 
note  along  the  following  lines  is 
suggested : 

In  the  band  2550-2690  MHz,  space-to-space 
and  space-to-earth  transmissions  in  the 
earth  sciences  satellite  service  may  also  be 
authorized. 

Internationally,  it  is  required  that  the 
power  flux  density  at  the  surface  of  the 
earth  from  such  an  operation  be  con¬ 
sistent  with  the  limitations  set  forth  in 
Article  7.  This  would  ensure  that  ter¬ 
restrial  systems  operating  in  the  band 
would  not  detect  the  presence  of  the 
space-to-space  or  space-to-earth  trans¬ 
missions.  The  associated  earth  station 
will  necessarily  be  located  in  a  low  noise 
area  and  its  function  in  this  band  will 
be  to  receive  only.  Therefore,  the  net  ef¬ 
fect  of  this  operation  upon  terrestrial 
users  of  the  band  will  be  negligible. 

Broadcasting-Satellite  Service 

44.  The  third  notice  of  inquiry  in  this 
proceeding  proposed  adding  a  new  foot¬ 
note  to  those  frequency  bands  between 
470  and  806  MHz,  which  are  allocated  to 
the  broadcasting  service  on  a  shared  or 
exclusive  basis,  reading  as  follows: 

No. _ The  broadcasting-satellite  serv¬ 

ice  may  be  authorized  in  this  band  for  tele¬ 
vision  broadcasting,  subject  to  agreement 
among  the  administrations  concerned  and 
those  having  services  operating  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  table,  which  may  be  afitected. 

The  upper  limit  of  806,  rather  than 
890  MHz,  was  proposed  because  of  the 
Commission’s  rule-making  proceeding  in 
Docket  No.  18262  which  contemplates  the 
reallocation  of  the  frequency  band  806- 
890  MHz,  among  others,  to  the  land 
mobile  service  rather  than  the  broad¬ 
casting  service. 

45.  The  comment  period  for  respionses 
to  the  third  notice  was  extended  to  Janu¬ 
ary  17,  1969,  and  consequently  all  com¬ 
ments  have  not  yet  been  analyzed. 
However,  sufficient  comments  have  been 
analyzed  on  this  issue  to  warrant  a 
statement  of  clarification  prior  to  consid¬ 
eration  of  all  comments  filed  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding.  A  number  of  those  commenting 
pointed  out  that  there  was  also  an  out¬ 
standing  proceeding  in  Docket  No.  18261 
wherein  it  was  proposed  to  permit,  on  a 
selective  geographical  basis,  the  use  of 
the  UHF-TV  Channels  14-20  by  the  land 
mobile  service  and,  as  a  consequence  the 
frequency  limits  for  the  footnote  should 
have  been  512-806  rather  than  470-806 
MHz. 

46.  If  the  Space  WARC  for  which  we 
are  preparing  were  empowered  to  make 
allocation  changes  other  than  for  radio 
astronomy  and  the  space  services,  it 
would  be  logical  to  extend  our  national 
proposals  in  Dockets  18261  and  18262  to 
the  international  table  and  consequently 


limit  our  proposed  footnote  to  the  band 
512-806  MHz.  However,  the  Conference 
will  have  a  limited  agenda  with  no  au¬ 
thority  to  allocate  either  470-512  or  806- 
890  MHz  to  the  land  mobile  service  and 
no  advantage  would  accrue  to  the  United 
States  by  having  applicability  of  the 
note  limited  to  the  band  512-806  MHz. 
Additionally,  upon  reflection,  it  would 
appear  inappropriate  to  frame  an  ulti¬ 
mate  international  proposal  upon  na¬ 
tional  proceedings  which  are  not  yet 
decided.  It  would  be  particularly  inap¬ 
propriate  in  this  instance  since,  if  the 
Commission’s  proposals  in  Dockets  18261 
and/or  18262  are  ultimately  adopted,  our 
national  usage  would  be  in  derogation  of 
the  international  Table  of  Frequency 
Allocations.  In  the  meantime,  if  our  pro¬ 
posed  footnote  is  adopted  by  the  Space 
WARC,  and  neighboring  countries 
wished  to  take  advantage  of  it,  agree¬ 
ment  by  the  United  States  would  nat¬ 
urally  be  tailored  to  protect  existing  U.S. 
services.  If  the  United  States  wished  to 
take  advantage  of  it,  appropriate  rule- 
making  proceedings  would  be  initiated  to 
determine  whether  such  action  would  be 
in  the  public  interest. 

47.  Experience  has  proved  that  tight 
administrative  control  can  be  main¬ 
tained  in  cases  like  this.  A  country  is  ex¬ 
pected  to  operate  within  the  framework 
of  the  International  Table  of  Frequency 
Allocations  but  need  not  take  advantage 
of  all  alternatives  offered  by  that  Table. 
An  excellent  case  in  point  is  that  of 
VHF-TV  broadcasting  allocations.  Ever 
since  the  1947  Atlantic  City  Administra¬ 
tive  Radio  Conference  of  the  ITU,  the 
VHF-TV  bands  have  been  allocated  in¬ 
ternationally  to  the  broadcasting,  flxed 
and  mobile  services  on  a  coequal  basis. 
Nonetheless,  within  the  United  States, 
those  bands  have  been  reserved  exclu¬ 
sively  for  television  broadcasting.  This 
is  but  one  of  several  such  cases  that  could 
be  cited. 

48.  The  Commission  has  further  re¬ 
viewed  the  desirability  of  giecifying  spe¬ 
cific  bands  within  the  band  470-890  MHz 
to  be  used  for  television  broadcasting 
from  satellites  and  now  proposes  to  alter 
the  proposed  footnote  on  the  basis  of 
technical  factors  that  affect  the  selec¬ 
tion  of  frequency  bands  for  satellite  use. 
These  factors  involve  considerations  that 
are  unrelated  to  either  of  the  outstand¬ 
ing  rule  making  proposals  in  Dockets 
Nos.  18261  and  18262.  Considering  prop¬ 
agation  characteristics  of  frequencies 
between  470-890  MHz,  the  physical  size 
of  antennas  and  associated  RF*.  equip¬ 
ment  that  would  be  required  for  use  at 
the  upper  end  of  the  band,  and  the.  10- 
year  allocation  of  the  band  606-614  MHz 
for  radio  astronomy  we  now  propose  to. 
provide  for  television  broadcasting  from 
satellites  in  the  band  614-890  MHz  on  a 
worldwide  basis. 

Radio  Astronomy  Bervice 

49.  The  COTimittee  on  Radio  PYe- 
quency  Requirements  for  Scientific  Re¬ 
search  of  the  National  Academy  of  Sci¬ 
ences  (NAS)  has  filed  comments  in  re¬ 
sponse  to  the  Commission’s  third  notice 
of  inquiry  in  this  proceeding.  However, 
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since  they  are  said  to  represent  “*  *  • 
the  complete  views  of  the  radio  astrono¬ 
mers  concerning  the  frequency  alloca¬ 
tions  for  the  Pladio  Astronomy  Services 
*  *  ♦”  they  are  being  treated  in  this 
rather  than  a  subsequent  notice. 

50.  NAS  stated  that  standards  on  out- 
of-band  radiations  are  generally  not  con¬ 
sistent  with  the  present  state-of-the-art. 
Adjacent  channel  interference  from  tele¬ 
vision  transmitters  has  been  particularly 
detrimental  in  the  case  of  the  radio 
astronomy  bands  73.0-74.6  and  608-614 
MHz  in  the  United  States.  These  exam¬ 
ples  were  said  to  be  tsqjical  of  the  experi¬ 
ences  of  radio  astronomy  with  spurious 
emissions  from  transmitters.  NAS  urged 
that  more  stringent  standards  be  adopted 
to  protect  more  adequately  the  radio 
astronomy  bands  from  out-of-band  and 
harmonic  interference  and  so  to  permit 
the  complete  utilization  of  the  radio 
astronomy  bands. 

51.  In  the  Commission’s  view,  the 
matter  of  technical  standards  for  serv¬ 
ices  other  than  the  radio  astronomy  and 
space  services  is  beyond  the  scope  of  this 
proceeding  and  also  beyond  the  range  of 
subjects  with  which  toe  Space  WARC 
wouild  be  empowered  to  deal.  The  prob¬ 
lems  referred  to  by  NAS  would  appear 
susceptible  to  resolution  on  a  national 
basis  at  some  time  in  toe  future  in  a 
more  appropriate  proceeding. 

52.  The  remaining  NAS  comments  re¬ 
view  toe  various  bands  available  to  toe 
radio  astronomy  service  in  the  inter¬ 
national  table  and  make  recommenda¬ 
tions  with  respect  to  them  as  well  as 
with  respect  to  bands  above  40  GHz, 
with  respect  to  frequencies  for  use  above 
toe  ionosphere,  and  with  respect  to 
frequencies  for  use  on  toe  far  side  of 
the  moon. 

53.  NAS  considered  present  accom¬ 
modations  in  toe  HF  spectrum  to  be 
unsatisfactory,  i.e.,  use  of  the  guard 
bands  associated  with  standard  fre¬ 
quency  transmissions.  Out-of-band  radi¬ 
ation  from  transmitters  on  adjacent  fre¬ 
quencies  was  said  to  render  toe  guard 
bands  essentially  useless  for  radio  as¬ 
tronomy.  NAS  recommended  that  a  20 
kHz  band,  in  the  range  12-19  MHz,  be 
allocated  exclusively  to  radio  astronomy 
and,  if  that  can  be  accomplished,  that 
all  mention  of  radio  astronomy  in  toe 
standard  frequency  guard  bands  be  de¬ 
leted.  A  proposal  wdll  be  found  in  the 
attachment  hereto. 

54.  The  band  37.75-38.25  MHz  was  said 
to  be  useful  for  radio  astronomy  and  that 
it  was  being  used  for  observations  in 
many  parts  of  the  world.  NAS  recom¬ 
mended  that  toe  present  U.S.  provision 
in  this  band.  38-38.16  MHz,  be  modified 
and  proposed  on  an  exclusive  worldwide 
basis  for  radio  astronomy.  A  proposal 
is  included  in  toe  attachment.  The 
eventual  goal  of  NAS  is  stated  to  be 
worldwide  exclusivity  for  toe  radio 
astronomy  service  throughout  the  en¬ 
tire  band  37.75-38.25  MHz. 

55.  NAS  recognized  that  toe  band 
73-80.25  MHz  cannot  be  obtadned  on  a 
worldwide  basis  for  radio  astronomy  and 
stated  that  regional  allocations  in  this 
band  are  useful.  They  recommended 


that  the  Region  2  allocation,  73.0-74.6 
be  retained  and  no  change  is  proposed. 

56.  The  frequency  band  150.05-153 
MHz  is  allocated  to  toe  radio  astronomy 
service  on  a  shared  basis  in  Region  1 
but  no  provision  is  made  for  that  service 
in  Regions  2  and  3.  NAS  stated  that  this 
part  of  the  spectrum  is  critical  to  radio 
astronomy,  that  protection  should  be 
continued  in  toe  areas  where  it  now 
exists,  and  that  earnest  efforts  should 
be  continued  to  provide  some  measure 
of  protection  in  Region  2  in  this  general 
part  of  the  spectrum.  Because  of  toe 
extreme  congestion  in  toe  band  in  ques¬ 
tion,  it  is  most  vmlikely  that  the  aims  of 
radio  astronomy  can  be  achieved  in  this 
portion  of  the  spectrum  within  toe  next 
decade. 

57.  In  theory,  spectral  lines  associated 
with  deuterium  occur  in  the  frequency 
range  322-329  MHz,  however,  they  have 
not  been  detected  in  nature  and  NAS 
did  not,  at  this  time,  press  for  radio 
astronomy  protection  in  that  band.  No 
change  is  proposed. 

58.  Footnote  No.  317  to  the  table  reads 
as  follows: 

The  band  404-410  Mc/s  In  Region  2  and 
the  hand  406-410  Mc/s  In  Regions  1  and  3 
are  also  allocated  to  the  radio  astronomy 
service.  An  appropriate  continuous  band 
within  these  limits  shall  be  designated  on 
a  national  or  area  basis.  In  making  assign¬ 
ments  to  stations  of  other  services  to  which 
these  bands  are  allocated,  administrations 
are  urged  to  take  all  practicable  steps  to 
protect  radio  astronomy  observations  from 
harmful  interference. 

Implementation  of  this  note  within  toe 
United  States  allocated  toe  frequency 
band  404-406  MHz  to  the  meteorological 
aids  service  on  a  primary  basis  and  to 
the  radio  astronomy  service  on  a  second¬ 
ary  basis.  In  most  other  parts  of  toe 
world,  however,  radio  astronomy  has 
access  to  toe  frequency  band  406-410 
MHz.  Following  a  series  of  meetings  be¬ 
tween  representatives  of  toe  radio 
astronomy  community  and  the  Office  of 
Telecommunications  Management  (since 
toe  band  406-420  MHz  is  allocated  na¬ 
tionally  for  use  by  Government  services) , 
toe  OTM  proposed  to  toe  NAS  a  new 
national  arrangement  whereby: 

(1)  The  current  U.S.  allocation  to 
radio  astronomy  at  404-406  MHz  would 
be  deleted; 

(2)  The  U.S.  allocatirais  in  toe  band 
406-410  MHz  would  be  changed  to  in¬ 
clude  the  fixed,  mobile,  and  radio  astron¬ 
omy  services,  in  accordance  with  the 
followring: 

(a)  All  new  assignments  in  toe  406- 
410  MHz  band  to  stations  in  the  fixed 
and  mobile  services  would  be  limited 
to  7  watts  per  kHz  of  authorized  band¬ 
width;  existing  assignments  with  higher 
powers  would  be  permitted  to  continue; 

(b)  Provisions  would  be  made  for  geo¬ 
graphical  protection,  to  the  extent  prac¬ 
ticable,  from  terrestrial  stations  other 
than  mobile  stations  in  toe  band  406-410 
MHz,  to  radio  astronomy  observatories 
at  certain  locations  to  be  mutually 
agreed  between  the  Director  of  Telecom¬ 
munications  Management  and  toe  radio 
astronomy  community;  and 


(c)  The  foregoing  would  be  reviewed 
In  connection  with  toe  U.S.  implementa¬ 
tion  of  the  Pinal  Acts  of  toe  forthcom¬ 
ing  Space  WARC,  and 

(3)  The  United  States  would  propose 
to  the  Space  WARC  improved  provisions 
for  toe  radio  astronomy  service  in  the 
band  406-410  MHz,  on  a  worldwide  basis. 

NAS  concurred  in  the  OTM  proposal  and 
noted  that  its  long  term  goal  is  a  world¬ 
wide  exclusive  allocation  of  the  band 
406-410  MHz  to  the  radio  astronomy 
service. 

59.  NAS  considered  the  status  of  the 
band  608-614  MHz^  to  be  satisfactory 
within  the  United  States  except  for  the 
problem  of  adjacent  channel  interfer¬ 
ence  from  television  transmitters.  They 
stated  that  some  important  U.S.  observ¬ 
atories  are  unable  to  use  this  band 
for  any  observations  because  of  nearby 
transmitters  on  Channels  36  and  38  and 
urged  that  the  status  of  the  band  be  up¬ 
graded  on  a  worldwide  basis,  however, 
no  change  is  proposed  with  respect  to 
this  band. 

60.  The  allocation  of  1400-1427  MHz 
was  stated  to  be  most  satisfactory  and  it 
was  recommended  that  it  be  continued. 

61.  NAS  stated  the  following  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  frequency  band  1660-1670 
MHz: 

The  outstanding  astronomical  Importance 
of  this  band,  covering  the  OH  lines  at  1665 
and  1667  MHz,  has  been  proved.  Observations 
of  these  two  lines,  along  with  the  weaker 
satellite  lines  at  1612  and  1720  MHz,  have 
provided  dramatic  Information  that  could 
not  have  been  predicted  when  the  lines  were 
first  discovered.  The  four  lines  appear  In 
different  combinations  from  various  portions 
of  the  sky.  Although  this  puzzling  phenom¬ 
enon  Is  not  yet  tmderstood,  It  certainly  holds 
a  imlque  key  to  our  understanding  of  the 
physical  conditions  prevailing  in  the  cor¬ 
responding  regions  of  the  universe.  The  band 
1660-1670  MHz  is  wide  enough  to  permit 
observation  of  the  two  strong  lines  even  when 
they  originate  from  such  great  distances  that 
the  Doppler  shift  is  substantial. 

We  request  that  this  band  be  assigned 
exclusively  to  radio  astronomy  on  a  world¬ 
wide  basis. 

1611.75-1612.75  and  1720-1721  MHz.  It  Is 
the  considered  opinion  of  astronomers 
actively  engaged  in  their  study  that  the  satel¬ 
lite  lines  near  1612  and  1720  MHz  are  equally 
as  Important  as  the  main  OH  lines,  though 
they  are  so  weak  that  less  allowance  needs 
to  be  made  for  Doppler  shift.  The  bands 
1611.75-1612.75  and  1720-1721  MHz  are  re¬ 
quired  for  their  observation.  While  we  are 
not  prepared  to  request  worldwide  exclusive 
allocation  of  these  bands  to  radio  astronomy, 
such  a  request  is  under  consideration  by 
radio  astronomers.  We  urge  that  the  United 
States  remain  receptive  to  any  proposals  that 
would  permit  continuation  of  observations 
in  these  bands,  particularly  to  avoid  the  as¬ 
signment  to  airborne  or  spacebome  trans¬ 
mitters  of  frequencies  in  or  adjacent  to  these 
narrow  bands. 

Our  proposals  do  accommodate  radio 
astronomy  in  the  band  1660-1670  MHz. 
However,  toe  frequencies  1611.75  and 
1612.75  MHz  fall  within  toe  band  1540- 
1660  MHz,  which  Is  currently  allocated 


1 UHF-TV  Channel  37  was  allocated  to 
radio  astronomy  for  a  10-year  period  ending 
January  1,  1974. 
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on  an  exclusive  basis  to  the  aeronautical 
radionavigation  service.  Both  frequencies 
are  within  the  portion  of  the  band  cur¬ 
rently  being  considered  for  use  by  an 
aeronautical  collision  avoidance  system. 

For  that  reason,  our  proposals  do  not 
contemplate  protection  of  the  frequen¬ 
cies  1611.75  and  1612.75  MHz  for  radio 
astronomy.  Further,  present  fixed  and 
mobile  service  requirements  preclude 
protection  of  radio  astronomy  at  1720- 
1721  MHz. 

62.  The  band  2690-2700  MHz  was  said 
to  be  heavily  used  for  radio  astronomy  in 
the  United  States  and  elsewhere  and  that 
the  status  of  the  band  was  satisfactory 
except  that,  in  common  with  most  radio 
astronomy  bands,  it  was  too  narrow.  It 
was  reported  that  there  is  an  excited 
hydrogen  emission  line  at  2702.8  MHz 
and  a  heliiun  line  at  2703.9  MHz  and  that 
it  would  be  appropriate  to  increase  the 
width  of  this  band  so  as  to  include  those 
lines.  To  be  consistent  with  the  general 
requirements  for  1  percent  bandwidth  in  * 
each  octave  of  the  spectrum,  NAS  recom¬ 
mended  that  this  band  be  widened  to 
2690-2710  MHz.  Such  a  change  does  not 
appear  feasible  however,  inasmuch  as 
the  frequency  band  2700-2900  MHz,  al¬ 
located  on  a  primary  basis  to  the  aero¬ 
nautical  radionavigation  service,  has 
been  heavily  congested  for  many  years. 

63.  The  band  4990-5000  MHz  was 
stated  to  be  in  the  same  category  as  the 
band  2690-2700  MHz  and  since  there  are 
useful  spectral  lines  at  5008.9  and  5010.9 
MHz,  NAS  stated  that  an  appropriate 
band  would  be  4990-5015  MHz.  In  this 
instance,  expansion  upward  as  proposed 
would  reduce  by  15  MHz  the  already 
relatively  narrow  band  5000-5250  MHz 
now  allocated  to  the  aeronautical  radio¬ 
navigation  service  with  footnotes  352A 
and  352B  providing  for  the  use  of  space 
techniques  for  radionavigation  and  com¬ 
munications  purposes.  Since  we  are  im- 
certain  as  to  what  might  develop  in  the 
band  5000-5250  MHz  and,  therefore,  of 
the  amount  of  sp)ectrum  sp>ace  that  might 
be  required  for  such  a  development,  no 
change  is  proposed.  Pending  such  devel¬ 
opment,  however,  radio  astronomy  ob¬ 
servations  may  be  conducted  in  the  band 
with  little  danger  of  interference,  even 
without  a  spiecific  allocation. 

64.  With  respect  to  the  frequency  band 
10.68-10.70  GHz,  NAS  stated  that  the 
band  is  too  narrow  and  that  all  present 
users  actually  observe  in  considerably 
wider  bands  in  the  vicinity  of  this  alloca¬ 
tion.  NAS  proposed,  therefore,  that  radio 
astronomy  retain  its  present  allocation  in  - 
this  band  and  be  granted  secondary 
status  in  the  two  bands  10.66-10.68  and 
10.70-10.72  GHz.  The  Commission  sees 
no  merit  in  proposing  internationally 
that  secondary  status  be  afforded  as  pro- 
ix)sed  imless  it  foresees  some  pxissibility 
of  improving  on  that  status  in  the  future. 
In  this  case,  the  relatively  narrow  band 
10.55-10.68  MHz  is  allocated  nationally 
to  the  non-Government  mobile  service 
whereas,  on  the  high  side  10.7-11.7  MHz 
is  allocated  to  a  well-established  non- 


Gtovemment  common  carrier  service. 
Since  astronomers  are  free  to  observe 
anywhere  in  the  spectnim,  and  have  used 
brandwidths  wider  than  10.68-10.70  MHz 
without  interference,  no  particular  ad¬ 
vantage — other  than  a  foot  in  the  door — 
would  accrue  to  them  from  a  secondary 
allocation.  Accordingly,  the  Commission 
is  not  disposed  to  comply  with  NAS’s 
request.  * 

65.  NAS  stated  the  opinion  that  the 
frequency  band  15.35-15.4  GHz  now 
allocated  to  radio  astronomy  should  be 
three  times  as  wide  as  at  present.  How¬ 
ever,  for  the  reasons  stated  in  paragraph 
4  of  the  third  notice  of  inquiry,  the  Com¬ 
mission  can  offer  no  relief  for  radio 
astronomy  with  respject  to  this  band. 

66.  In  connection  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  proposal  to  delete  the  allocation 
of  19.3-19.4  GHz  to  the  radio  astronomy 
service,  NAS  stated  the  following: 

Yielding  to  the  pressure  to  make  way  for 
space  communications  in  this  band  we  pro¬ 
pose  that  the  band  23.5-24.0  GHz  be  as¬ 
signed  on  a  worldwide  basis  excl\islve  to 
radio  astronomy  and  that  the  band  23.0- 
23.6  GHz  be  given  secondary  status  for  radio 
astronomy;  but  that  this  latter  band  not  be 
used  by  transmitters  on  aircraft  or  space 
vehicles.  Sp>ectral  lines  of  ammonia  on  the 
frequencies  23.098,  23.69,  23.72,  and  23.87 
GHz  have  been  detected  In  the  Milky  Way, 
making  this  an  important  band  for  radio 
astronomy. 

67.  NAS  recommended  that  the  pres¬ 
ent  allocation  to  radio  astronomy  at  31.3- 
31.5  GHz  be  shifted  higher  in  the  spiec- 
trum  to  get  closer  into  the  window  at 
33-34  GHz  and  to  move  away  from  the 
satellite  down-link  frequency.  It  is  as¬ 
sumed  that  the  “satellite  down-link  fre¬ 
quency”  referred  to  is  31.5-31.8  GHz 
which  is  allocated  to  sp>ace  research. 
There  is  no  “down-only”  limitation  on 
the  use  of  that  band  and  thus  far,  the 
only  planned  use  is  in  the  up  direction 
as  indicated  in  the  third  notice  of  in¬ 
quiry,  piaragraph  24,  in  conjunction  with 
the  down  transmi^on  at  15.25-15.35 
GHz  in  the  NASA  experiments  with 
ATS-E,  -P,  and  -G  satellites.  Further,  as 
pxjinted  out  in  that  same  pmragraph  24, 
present  investments  in  the  band  31.8- 
33.4  GHz  exceed  $50  million  and  exist¬ 
ing  and  programed  equipments  will  ex¬ 
ceed  $80  million  by  1972.  Many  millions 
have  been  invested  and  pn^ramed  also 
in  the  bands  immediately  above  33.4 
GHz  so  that  a  shift  as  requested  does  not 
appear  practicable. 

68.  With  respject  to  frequencies  above 
40  GHz,  NAS  recommended  that  88-93 
GHz,  132-138  GHz  and  220-240  GHz  be 
allocated  exclusively  to  radio  astronomy 
on  a  worldwide  basis.  NAS  noted  that 
the  present  U.S.  allocation,  88-90  GHz, 
is  a  step  in  the  right  direction  but  is 
too  narrow.  That  allocation,  88-90  GHz, 
was  made  nationally  at  the  earlier  re¬ 
quest  of  tile  radio  astronomers,  and  it  is 
consistent  with  the  Repiort  223-1  of  the 
CCIR,  adop>ted  unanimously  by  the 
Xlth  Plenary  Assembly,  Oslo,  1966.  Fur¬ 
ther,  it  represents  more  than  2  percent 


of  the  octave.  However,  even  though 
there  are  other  claimants  for  a  piortion 
of  the  same  window,  we  are  dispx>sed  to 
recommend  a  piartial  grant  of  respond¬ 
ent’s  request,  and  propose  88-92  GHz 
for  radio  astronomy  internationally. 
Further,  we  would  prefer  to  limit  radio 
astronomy  to  130-136  and  230-236  GHz, 
rather  than  132-138  and  220-240  GHz  as 
requested. 

69.  NAS  stated  that  since  the  region 
above  the  ionosphere  is  effectively  iso¬ 
lated  from  ground-based  transmitters 
with  frequencies  below  the  critical  fre¬ 
quency,  they  recommend  consideration 
of  a  separate  table  between  100  kHz  and 
10  MHz  with  radio  astronomy  bands, 
having  a  bandwidth  of  at  least  1  piercent, 
in  each  octave  of  this  table.  There  is  a 
lack  of  demonstrated  need  as  well  as  a 
lack  of  supporting  CCIR  data  on  this 
subject.  Consequently,  no  proposal  is 
being  made  in  support  of  this  recom¬ 
mendation. 

70.  Since  it  is  possible  in  the  future 
that  the  far  side  of  the  moon  might  be 
a  haven  for  scientific  research,  NAS 
stated  it  can  foresee  the  need  to  pro¬ 
tect  up  to  25  porcent  of  the  radio.  sp>ec- 
tnun.  In  this  instance,  there  is  no  dem¬ 
onstrated  need,  nor  has  NAS  made  a 
specific  propxKsal.  Accordingly,  we  are 
not  prepmred  to  set  forth  a  proposal  in 
this  regard. 

71.  Spocific  proposals  will  be  foimd  in 
the  attachment  hereto  *  which,  for  con¬ 
venience,  recapitulates  all  proposals  of 
the  Government  and  non-Govemment 
developed  thus  far  as  they  would  affect 
the  International  Radio  Regulations.  It  is 
expocted  that  additional  notices  will  be 
issued  in  this  proceeding  as  the  confer¬ 
ence  preparatory  work  progresses  and  it 
is  hopod  that  the  next  notice  will  con¬ 
stitute  our  overall  recommendations  for 
the  Preliminary  Views  of  the  United 
States. 

72.  This  action  is  taken  pursuant  to 
section  403  of  the  Communications  Act 
of  1934,  as  amended.  Interested  parties 
responding  to  this  inquiry  shall  furnish 
comments  on  or  before  March  19,  1969. 
The  \irgency  attached  to  this  matter 
from  a  national  point  of  view  makes 
it  necessary  that  every  effort  be  made  to 
submit  comments  by  the  date  set  forth 
herein. 

73.  In  accordance  with  §  1.419  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  and  regulations,  an 
original  and  14  copies  of  all  comments 
filed  shall  be  furnished  the  Commission. 

Adopted:  February  19, 1969. 

Released;  February  26, 1969. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission,* 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

[FR.  Doc.  69-2386;  Filed,  Feb.  26.  1969; 
8:49  a.m.] 


*  FUed  as  part  of  the  original  document. 

*  Commissioner  Bartley  abstaining  from 
voting.  Commissioner  Johnson  dissenting. 
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by  the  delivering  carrier  is  $2  per  2,000 
pounds  or  40  cubic  feet. 

Dated:  February  24,  1116#. 

By  order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 

Commission, 

Thomas  Lisi, 

Secretary. 

[PJl.  Doc.  69-2393;  Piled,  Peb.  26,  1969; 
8:50  a.m.] 


ENCiNAL  TERMINALS  AND  PACIFIC 
FAR  EAST  LINE,  INC. 

Notice  of  Agreement  Filed  for 
Approval 

Notice  Is  hereby  given  that  the  fol¬ 
lowing  agreement  has  been  filed  with  the 
Commission  for  approval  pursuant  to 
section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916,  as 
amended  (39  Stat.  733,  75  Stat.  763,  46 
U.S.C.  814) . 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  and  ob¬ 
tain  a  copy  of  the  agreement  at  the 
Washington  office  of  the  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Commission,  1405  I  Street  NW., 
Room  1202,  or  may  inspect  agreements 
at  the  offices  of  the  District  Managers, 
New  York,  N.Y.,  New  Orleans,  La.,  and 
San  Francisco,  Calif.  Comments  with 
reference  to  an  agreement  including  a 
request  for  hearing,  if  desired,  may  be 
submitted  to  the  .  Secretary,  Federal 
Maritime  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20573,  within  20  days  after  publication 
of  this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register.  A 
copy  of  any  such  statement  should  also 
be  forwarded  to  the  party  filing  the 
agreement  (as  Indicated  hereinafter) , 
and  the  comments  should  indicate  that 
this  has  been  done. 

Notice  of  agreement  filed  for  approval 
by: 

Mr.  Robert  Premlln,  Lllllctc,  McHose,  Wheat, 
Adams  and  Charles,  Attorneys  at  Law,  311 
Callfomia  Street,  San  Francisco,  Calif. 
94104. 

Agreement  No.  T-2269  between  Encinal 
Terminals  (Encinal)  and  Pacific  Far 
East  Line,  Inc.  (PFEL)  is  a  lease  agree¬ 
ment  covering  premises  referred  to  as 
Container  Yard  No.  1,  including  a  nonex¬ 
clusive  right-of-way  to  and  from  the 
premises  over  Berth  5  of  Encinal’s  adja¬ 
cent  marine  terminal  facilities  (Termi¬ 
nal).  Subject  to  termination  provisions, 
the  lease  will  continue  until  December  31, 
1970,  and  PFEIL  has  the  right  to  extend 
the  term  of  the  lease  for  a  period  not  to 
exceed  1  year.  PFEL  will  use  the  premises 
for  receiving,  assembling,  and  distribut¬ 
ing  containers  in  the  Guam  Trade  and 
for  uses  incidental  thereto.  As  compen¬ 
sation  PFEL  will  pay  Encinal  full  wharf¬ 
age  and  dodcage  charges  for  containers 


be  in  effect  for  less  than  the  entire 
calendar  year  of  1969,  the  compensation 
payable  will  be  adjusted  accordingly. 

Dated:  February  20,  1969. 

By  order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

Thomas  Lisi, 

Secretary. 

[PJl.  Doc.  69-2339;  PUed,  Peb.  26,  1969; 
8:^  ajn.] 


NIPPON  YUSEN  KAISHA  ET  AL. 

Notice  of  Agreement  Filed  for 
Approval 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  agreement  has  been  filed  with  the 
Commission  for  approval  pursuant  to 
section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916,  as 
amended  (39  Stat.  733,  75  Stat.  763,  46 
U.S.C.  814). 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  and 
obtain  a  copy  of  the  agreement  at  the 
Washington  office  of  the  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Commission,  1405  I  Street  NW., 
Room  1202;  or  may  inspect  agreements 
at  the  offices  of  the  District  Managers, 
New  York,  N.Y.,  New  Orleans,  La.,  and 
San  Francisco,  Calif,  Comments  with 
reference  to  an  agreement  including  a 
request  for  hearing,  if  desired,  may  be 
submitted  to  the  Secretary,  Federal 
Maritime  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20573,  within  20  days  after  publica¬ 
tion  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register.  A  copy  of  any  such  statement 
should  also  be  forwarded  to  the  party 
filing  the  agreement  (as  indicated  here¬ 
inafter)  and  the  comments  should  in¬ 
dicate  that  this  has  been  done. 

Notice  of  agreement  filed  for  approval 
by: 

Willis  B.  Demlng,  Esq.,  Vice  President,  Sec¬ 
retary,  and  General  Counsel,  Matson 
Navigation  Co.,  100  Lfisslon  Street,  San 
Francisco,  Calif.  94105. 

Agreement  No.  9779,  a  Container  Spiace 
Agreement  between  Nippon  Yusen 
Kaisha,  Showa  Shipping  Co.,  Ltd.,  and 
Matson  Navigation  Co.,  has  been  filed 
with  the  Commission  for  approval.  The 
subject  agreement  covers  the  use  of 
container  space  on  container  vessels 
operated  by  the  parties  on  the  route  be¬ 
tween  Japan  and  California.  The  parties 
essentially  have  (1)  agreed  to  schedule 
and  advertise  their  sailings  so  as  to  pro¬ 
vide  an  approximate  weekly  service,  (2) 
reached  an  understanding  as  to  the 
handling  and  carriage  of  each  other’s 
empty  and  loaded  containers  on  the  con¬ 
tainer  vessels  of  the  other  parties,  (3) 
agreed  to  issue  their  own  separate  bills 
of  lading,  and  (4)  agreed  that  there  are 


FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 

FEDERAL  OPEN  MARKET  COMMITTEE 

Authorization  for  System  Foreign 
Currency  Operations 

In  accordance  with  S  271.5  of  its  Rules 
Regarding  Availability  of  Information, 
there  is  set  forth  below  paragraph  2  of 
the  Committee’s  Authorization  for  Sys¬ 
tem  Foreign  Currency  Operations.  The 
amendment  was  adopted  by  vote  of  all 
available  members  (a  majority)  on  No¬ 
vember  22,  1968,  effective  that  date,  and 
ratified  by  action  of  the  Committee  at  its 
meeting  on  November  26,  1968. 

2.  The  Federal  Open  Market  Ckunmlttee 
directs  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  New 
York  to  maintain  reciprocal  cxirrency  ar¬ 
rangements  (“swap”  arrangements)  for 
System  Open  Market  Account  for  periods  up 
to  a  maximum  of  12  months  with  the  fol¬ 
lowing  foreign  banks,  which  are  among  those 
designated  by  the  Board  of  Governors  of  the 
Federal  Reserve  System  imder  section  214.5 
of  Regulation  N,  relations  with  foreign  banks 
and  bankers,  and  with  the  approval  of  the 
Committee  to  renew  such  arrangements  on 
maturity: 

Amount  of 
arrangement 
{millions  of 
dollars 


Foreign  bank  equivalent) 

Austrian  National  Bank -  100 

National  Bank  of  Belgium _  225 

Bank  of  Canada _ 1, 000 

National  Bank  of  Denmark _  100 

Bank  of  England _ 2, 000 

Bank  of  France _ 1,000 

German  Federal  Bank _ 1,000 

Bank  of  Italy _ 1,  000 

Bank  of  Japan _ 1,000 

Bank  of  Mexico _  130 

Netherlands  Bank _  400 

Bank  of  Norway _  100 

Bank  of  Sweden _  250 

Swiss  National  Bank _  600 

Bank  for  International  Settlements: 

System  drawings  In  Swiss  francs _  600 

System  drawings  In  authorized 
European  currencies  other  than 
Swiss  francs _ 1,000 


(Note:  For  paragr^h  1  of  the  authoriza¬ 
tion,  see  33  FJt.  3665  (except  for  paragraph 
1B(3),  which  appears  at  33  F.R.  12344,  and 
for  paragraph  1C(1),  which  appears  at  33 
F.R.  15464) ;  for  paragraph  3,  see  33  F.R.  8470; 
and  for  paragraphs  4  through  10,  see  32  FJL 
9583.) 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  the  19th 
day  of  February  1969. 

By  order  of  the  Federal  Open  Market 
Committee. 

Arthur  L.  Broida, 

Assistant  Secretary. 


and  noncontainer  cargo  loaded  or  dis¬ 
charged  by  PFEL  at  the  Terminal,  sub¬ 
ject  to  a  minimum  payment  of  $172,000 
per  year.  If  during  any  calendar  year 
tariff  charges  readi  and  exceed  this  fig¬ 
ure,  the  agreement  provides  for  a  division 
of  revenues  pursuant  to  a  schedule  con¬ 
tained  therein.  If  PFEL  exercises  its  right 
of  early  termination,  or  should  the  lease 


to  be  no  pooling  of  cargo  revenues  or 
expenses. 

Dated:  February  24,  1969. 

By  order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

’Thomas  Lisi, 
Secretary. 

[Fit.  Doc.  69-2394;  FUed.  Feb.  26,  1960; 
8:50  am.] 


IF.R.  Doc.  69-2340;  Filed,  Feb.  26,  1969; 
8:45  a.m.] 

FEDERAL  OPEN  MARKET  COMMITTEE 
Current  Economic  Policy  Directive 

In  accordance  with  §  271.5  of  its  Rules 
Regarding  Availability  of  Information, 
there  is  set  forth  below  the  Committee’s 
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NOTICES 


Current  Economic  Policy  Directives  is¬ 
sued  at  its  meetings  held  on  November  26, 
1968,  and  on  December  17,  1968.* 

November  26,  1968.  The  Information  re¬ 
viewed  at  this  meeting  suggests  that  the 
expansion  in  overall  economic  activity,  while 
still  strong,  is  moderating  somewhat  further 
from  its  very  rapid  pace  earlier  in  the  year. 
Upward  pressures  on  prices  and  costs  are 
persisting.  Most  market  interest  rates  have 
risen  further  in  recent  weeks.  Bank  credit 
has  continued  to  expand  rapidly.  Growth  in 
the  money  supply  has  accelerated  from  the 
low  average  rate  of  recent  months,  while  ex¬ 
pansion  in  commercial  bank  time  and  sav¬ 
ings  deposits  has  slowed.  Savings  inflows  to 
thrift  institutions  Increased  somewhat  fm- 
ther  in  October  but  remained  moderate.  Fol¬ 
lowing  discussions  among  leading  industrial 
countries.  Prance,  Germany,  and  Britain  have 
acted  to  combat  the  recent  speculation  in 
their  cvurencies  by  taking  steps  designed  to 
reduce  imbalances  in  their  external  pay¬ 
ments.  The  U.S.  foreign  trade  balance  and 
overall  balance  of  payments  Improved  in  the 
third  quarter  but  partial  data  for  recent 
weeks  suggest  that  the  improvement  is  not 
being  sustained,  and  the  underlying  U.S.  pay¬ 
ments  position  remains  a  serious  problem. 
In  this  situation,  it  is  the  policy  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Open  Market  Committee  to  foster  finan¬ 
cial  conditions  conducive  to  sustainable 
economic  growth,  continued  resistance  to  In- 
fiatlonary  pressures,  and  attainment  of  rea¬ 
sonable  equilibrimn  in  the  country’s  balance 
of  payments. 

To  Implement  this  policy.  System  open 
market  operations  until  the  next  meeting  of 
the  Committee  shall  be  conducted  with  a 
view  to  maintaining  about  the  prevailing 
conditions  in  money  and  short-term  credit 
markets:  Provided,  however.  That  operations 
shall  be  modified  if  bank  credit  expansion  ap¬ 
pears  to  be  exceeding  current  projections. 

December  17,  1968.  The  information  re¬ 
viewed  at  this  meeting  suggests  that  overall 
economic  activity  is  expanding  rapidly  and 
that  upward  pressures  on  prices  and  costs 
are  persisting.  Market  interest  rates  have 
risen  considerably  further  in  recent  weeks. 
Bank  credit  growth  has  been  sustained  by 
continuing  strong  expansion  of  time  and  sav¬ 
ings  deposits,  while  growth  in  the  money 
supply  has  accelerated  and  U.S.  Govern¬ 
ment  deposits  have  declined.  The  U.S.  for¬ 
eign  trade  surplus  remains  very  small  and 
the  overall  balance  of  payments  apparently 
worsened  in  October  and  November.  In  this 
situation,  it  is  the  policy  of  the  Federal  Open 
Market  Committee  to  foster  financial  con¬ 
ditions  conducive  to  the  reduction  of  infia- 
tlonary  pressures,  with  a  view  to  encouraging 
a  more  sustainable  rate  of  economic  growth 
and  attaining  reasonable  equilibrium  in  the 
country’s  balance  of  payments. 

To  implement  this  policy.  System  open 
market  operations  until  the  next  meeting  of 
the  Committee  shall  be  conducted  with  a 
view  to  attaining  firmer  conditions  in  money 
and  short-term  credit  markets,  taking  ac¬ 
count  of  the  effects  of  other  possible  mone¬ 
tary  policy  action:  Provided,  however.  That 
operations  shall  be  modified  if  bank  credit 
expansion  appears  to  be  deviating  signifi¬ 
cantly  from  current  projections. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  the  19th 
day  of  February  1969. 


>  ’The  Record  of  Policy  Actions  of  the  Com¬ 
mittee  for  the  meetings  of  Nov.  26,  1968,  and 
of  Dec.  17,  1968,  are  filed  as  part  of  the  orig¬ 
inal  docvunent.  Copies  are  available  on  re- 
<iuest  to  the  Board  of  Governors  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Reserve  System,  Washington,  D.C.  20561. 


By  order  of  the  Federal  Open  Market 
Committee. 

Arthur  L.  Broioa, 
Assistant  Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  69-2341;  Filed.  Feb.  26,  1969; 
8:45  a.m.] 


BANKERS  TRUST  NEW  YORK  CORP. 

Notice  of  Application  for  Approval  of 

Acquisition  of  Shares  of  Bank 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  application 
has  been  made  to  the  Board  of  Grover- 
nors  of  the  Federal  Reserve  System  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  3(a)  of  the  Bank  Hold¬ 
ing  Company  Act  of  1956  (12  UJS.C. 
1842(a)),  by  Bankers  Trust  New  York 
Corp.,  which  is  a  bank  holding  company 
located  in  New  York,  N.Y.,  for  the  prior 
approval  of  the  Board  of  the  acquisition 
by  Applicant  of  100  percent  (less  direc¬ 
tors’  qualifying  shares)  of  the  voting 
shares  of  Peoples  Bank  of  Long  Island, 
National  Association,  Patchogue,  N.Y., 
a  proposed  new  bank  into  which  will  be 
merged  The  Peoples  National  Bank  of 
Long  Island,  Patchogue,  N.Y. 

Section  3(c)  of  the  Act  provides  that 
the  Board  shall  not  approve  (1)  any  ac¬ 
quisition  or  merger  or  consolidation  un¬ 
der  this  section  which  would  result  in 
a  monopoly,  or  which  would  be  in  fur¬ 
therance  of  any  combination  or  conspir¬ 
acy  to  monopolize  qr  to  attempt  to 
monopolize  the  business  of  banking  in 
any  part  of  the  United  States,  or  (2)  any 
other  proposed  acquisition  or  merger  or 
consolidation  under  this  section  whose 
effect  in  any  section  of  the  coimtry  may 
be  substantially  to  lessen  competition, 
or  to  tend  to  create  a  monopoly,  or  which 
in  any  other  manner  would  be  in  re¬ 
straint  of  trade,  unless  it  finds  that  the 
anticompetitive  effects  of  the  proposed 
transaction  are  clearly  outweighed  in  the 
public  interest  by  the  probable  effect  of 
the  transaction  in  meeting  the  conven¬ 
ience  and  needs  of  the  community  to  be 
served. 

Section  3(c)  further  provides  that,  in 
every  case,  the  Board  shall  take  into  con¬ 
sideration  the  financial  and  managerial 
resources  and  future  prospects  of  the 
company  or  companies  and  the  banks 
concerned,  and  the  convenience  and 
needs  of  the  community  to  be  served. 

Not  later  than  thirty  (30)  days  after 
the  publication  of  this  notice  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register,  comments  and  views  re¬ 
garding  the  proposed  acquisition  may  be 
filed  with  the  Board.  Communications 
should  be  addressed  to  the  Secretary, 
Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Re¬ 
serve  System,  Washington,  D.C.  20551. 
The  application  may  be  injected  at  the 
oflace  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or  the 
Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  New  York. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  19th 
day  of  February  1969. 

By  order  of  the  Board  of  Governors. 

[SEAL]  Robert  P.  Forrestal, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

[FJt.  Doc.  69-2342;  FUed,  Feb.  36,  1969; 

8:45  am.] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

Wage  and  Hour  and  Public  Contracts 
Divisions 

EMPLOYEES  OF  C.  L,  LUTHER  L, 
AND  GENE  GEORGE 

Proceedings  To  Determine  Reasonable 
Cost  of  Housing  and  Other  Facilities 
Furnished;  Hearing 

Pursuant  to  authority  in  section  3(m) 
of  the  Fair  Labor  Standards  Act  of  1938 
(29  U.S.C.  203(m)),  Reorganization 
Plan  No.  6  of  1950  (3  CFR  -1949-53 
Comp.,  p.  1004),  Order  No.  19-67  of  the 
Secretary  of  Labor  (32  FJl.  12980),  and 
29  CFR  531.4,  the  Acting  Administrator 
of  the  Wage  and  Hour  and  Public  Con¬ 
tracts  Divisions  on  his  own  motion  pro¬ 
poses  to  determine  the  “reasonable  cost” 
to  C.  L.  George,  Luther  L.  George,  and 
Gene  George  of  Springdale,  Ark.,  of  fur¬ 
nishing  their  employees  with  housing  and 
other  facilities  which  they  customarily 
furnish  their  employees.  Interested  per¬ 
sons  may  submit  written  data,  views,  or 
argument  pertinent  to  this  question  by 
mail  to  Mr.  Sterling  B.  Williams.  Region¬ 
al  Director  Wage  and  Hour  and  Public 
Contracts  Divisidns,  U.S.  Department  of 
Labor,  1931  South  Ninth  Avenue,  Birm¬ 
ingham,  Ala.  35205,  not  later  than  April 
17,  1969. 

Opportimity  will  be  provided  for  inter¬ 
ested  persons  to  make  oral  presentation 
of  data,  views,  or  arguments  before 
E.  West  Parkinson,  a  hearing  examiner 
appointed  imder  5  U.S.C.  3105  in  the  cir¬ 
cuit  court  room,  Washington  County 
Courthouse,  Fayetteville,  Ark.,  at  10  a.m., 
AprU  21, 1969. 

Notice  of  intention  to  appear  should  be 
filed  with  Mr.  Sterling  B.  Williams,  Re¬ 
gional  Director,  Wage  and  Hour  and  Pub¬ 
lic  Contracts  Divisions,  UB.  Department 
of  Labor,  1931  South  Ninth  Avenue,  Bir¬ 
mingham,  Ala.  35205,  not  later  than 
AprU  17, 1969. 

All  those  making  oral  presentations 
shaU  be  subject  to  cross  examination  by 
counsel  for  C.  L.  George,  Luther  L. 
George,  and  Gene  Georee  and  coimsel 
for  the  Government.  The  hearing  ex¬ 
aminer  shaU  govern  the  course  of  the  pro¬ 
ceeding,  hold  presentations  to  relevant 
matters,  govern  the  content  of  the  record, 
have  disciplinary  power  to  exclude  per¬ 
sons  from  the  room  where  oral  presenta¬ 
tions  are  made,  and  require  that  the  pro¬ 
ceedings  be  stenographically  r^x)rted 
and  that  transcripts  be  made  available 
to  persons  participating  on  payment  of 
fees  therefor.  The  hearing  examiner  shall 
certify  the  record  together  with  his  rec¬ 
ommended  findings  to  the  Administrator 
for  consideration  of  aU  relevant  matters 
presented  and  resolution  of  the  issues. 

Upon  the  publication  of  this  notice 
C.  L.  George,  Luther  L.  George,  and  Gene 
George  shall  notify  their  employees  of  the 
place,  date,  and  purpose  of  the  hearing 
hereby  announced  by  posting  cities  of 
this  notice  in  conspicuous  places  on  their 
premises. 
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Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  20th 
day  of  February  1969, 

Ben  Pt  Robertson, 
Acting  Administrator. 

|F.R.  Doc.  69-2362;  Piled,  Feb.  26.  1969; 

8:47  a.m.] 

INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

,  [Notice  1272] 

motor  carrier,  broker,  water 

CARRIER,  AND  FREIGHT  FOR¬ 
WARDER  APPLICATIONS 

February  20,  1969. 

The  following  applications  are  gov¬ 
erned  by  Special  Rule  1.247  ‘  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  general  rules  of  practice  (49 
CFR,  as  amended),  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  issue  of  April  20,  1966, 
effective  May  20,  1966.  These  rules  pro¬ 
vide,  among  other  things,  that  a  protest 
to  the  granting  of  an  application  must 
be  filed  with  the  Commission  within  30 
days  after  date  of  notice  of  filing  of  the 
application  is  published  in  the  Federal 
Register.  Failure  seasonably  to  file  a 
protest  will  be  construed  as  a  waiver  of 
opposition  and  participation  in  the  pro¬ 
ceeding.  A  protest  imder  these  rules 
should  comply  with  §  1.247(d)  (3)  of  the 
rules  of  practice  which  requires  that  it 
set  forth  specifically  the  grounds  upon 
which  it  is  made,  contain  a  detailed  state¬ 
ment  of  Protestant’s  interest  in  the  pro¬ 
ceeding  (including  a  copy  of  the  specific 
portions  of  its  authority  which  protes- 
tant  believes  to  be  in  conflict  with  that 
sought  in  the  application,  and  describ¬ 
ing  in  detail  the  method — whether  by 
joinder,  interline,  or  other  means — ^by 
which  Protestant  would  use  such  author¬ 
ity  to  provide  all  or  part  of  the  service 
proposed),  and  shall  specify  with  par¬ 
ticularity  the  facts,  matters,  and  things 
relied  upon,  but  shall  not  include  issues 
or  allegations  phrased  generally.  Pro¬ 
tests  not  in  reasonable  compliance  wfith 
the  requirements  of  the  Rules  may  be 
rejected.  TTie  original  and  one  (1)  copy 
of  the  protest  shall  be  filed  with  the 
Commission,  and  a  copy  shall  be  served 
concurrently  upon  applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative,  or  applicant  if  no  representa¬ 
tive  is  named.  If  the  protest  includes  a 
request  for  oral  hearing,  such  requests 
shall  meet  the  requirements  of  §  1.247 
(d)  (4)  of  the  special  rules,  and  shall 
include  the  certification  required  therein. 

Section  1.247(f)  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  of  practice  further  provides  that 
each  applicant  shall,  if  protests  to  its 
application  have  been  filed,  and  within 
60  days  of  the  date  of  this  publication, 
notify  the  Commission  in  writing  (1) 
that  it  is  ready  to  proceed  and  prosecute 
the  application,  or  (2)  that  it  wishes  to 
withdraw  the  application,  failure  in 
which  the  application  will  be  dismissed 
by  the  Commission. 

Fiuther  processing  steps  (whether 
modified  procedure,  oral  hearing,  or  other 

'Copies  of  Special  Rule  1.247  (as 
amended)  can  be  obtained  by  writing  to  tiie 
Secretary,  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion.  Washington,  D.C.  20423. 


procedures)  will  be  determined  gener¬ 
ally  in  accordance  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  General  Policy  Statement 
Concerning  Motor  Carrier  Licensing 
Procedures,  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  issue  of  May  3,  1966.  ’This  as¬ 
signment  will  be  by  Commission  order 
which  will  be  served  on  each  party  of 
record. 

’The  publications  hereinafter  set  forth 
reflect  the  scope  of  the  applications  as 
filed  by  applicants,  and  may  include 
descriptions,  restrictions,  or  limitations 
which  are  not  in  a  form  acceptable  to 
the  Commission.  Authority  which  ulti¬ 
mately  may  be  granted  as  a  result  of 
the  applications  here  noticed  will  not 
necessarily  reflect  the  phraseology  set 
forth  in  the  application  as  filed,  but  also 
will  eliminate  any  restrictions  which  are 
not  acceptable  to  the  Commission. 

No.  MC  531  (Sub-No.  249) ,  filed  Janu¬ 
ary  31,  1969.  Applicant:  YOUNGER 
BROTHERS,  INC.,  4904  Griggs  Road, 
Post  Office  Box  14048,  Houston,  Tex. 
77021.  Applicant’s  representative:  Wray 
E.  Hughes  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Petro¬ 
latum.  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
Port  Arthur,  Tex.,  to  points  in  Tennes¬ 
see.  Note:  Applicant  states  it  does  not 
intend  to  tack,  and  apparently  is  willing 
to  limit  the  proposed  operation  to  a  local 
service  if  warranted.  Common  control 
may  be  involved.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed 
necessary,  applicant  does  not  specify 
location. 

No.  MC  1756  (Sub-No.  14).  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  3,  1969.  Applicant:  PEOPLE  EX¬ 
PRESS  CO.,  a  corporation,  497  Raymond 
Boulevard,  Newark,  N.J.  07105.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Bert  Collins  and 
Morton  E.  Kiel,  140  Cedar  Street,  New 
York,  N.Y,  10006.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  Containers,  empty,  not  to  exceed 
1  gallon  in  capacity  in  automated 
trailers,  (a)  between  Passaic  and  Pater¬ 
son,  N.J.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  Bridgeport  and  Milford,  Conn.; 
(b)  between  New  York,  N.Y.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  plant  and  ware¬ 
house  sites  of  Continental  Can  Co.,  at 
Menands,  N.Y.:  (2)  empty  containers, 
between  Danbury,  Conn.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  New 
York,  New  Jersey,  Pennsylvania,  Con¬ 
necticut,  Massachusetts,  Rhode  Island, 
Delaware,  Maryland  and  the  District  of 
Columbia:  (3)  containers,  between  Pat¬ 
erson,  N.J.,  and  South  Norwalk,  Conn.; 
and  (4)  glass  bottles,  from  Millville, 
N.J.,  to  the  facilities  of  the  F.  &  M.  Schae¬ 
fer  Brewing  Co..  Albany  and  Brooklyn, 
N.Y.  Note:  Applicant  states  it  presently 
has  pending  applications  in  MC  1756 
Subs  7,  10,  and  11,  which  duplicate  the 
authority  sought  herein.  If  a  hearing  is 
deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests  it 
be  held  at  Memphis  or  Nashville,  Tenn., 
or  Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  5326  (Sub-No.  10),  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  4,  1969.  Applicant:  WILSON  B. 
DILL,  CARL  M.  DILL,  SR.,  AND 
ARTHUR  B.  DILL,  a  partnership,  doing 
business  as  DILL  BROS.  COMPANY, 


Galena,  Md.  21635.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  Chester  A.  Zyblut,  1522  K  Street 
NW..  Washingt<Mi,  D.C.  20005.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Animal  and  poultry  feed, 
in  bulk,  from  Wilmington,  Del.,  to  points 
in  New  Jersey  north  of  U.S.  Highway  22 
from  the  New  Jersey-Pennsylvanla  State 
line  to  Newark,  N.J.,  excluding  Newark, 
N.J.  Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  neces¬ 
sary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at 
Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  7555  (Sub-No.  60),  filed  Jan¬ 
uary  30,  1969.  Applicant:  ’TEXTILE 
MOTOR  FREIGHT,  INC.,  Post  Office 
Box  7,  Ellerbe,  N.C.  28338.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Jacob  P.  Billig,  1108 
16th  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20036.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Canned  citrus  juice  when  transported 
at  the  same  time  in  the  same  vehicle  with 
fresh  citrus  fruits,  in  containers,  and 
fresh  fruit  sections  and  salads  (not 
frozen),  in  containers,  from  the  plant- 
site  of  facilities  of  the  Plymouth  Citrus 
Products  Cooperative  at  Plymouth,  Fla., 
to  points  in  Indiana,  Michigan,  and  Ohio 
(except  Yoimgstown,  Ohio),  and  (2) 
fresh  citrus  fruits,  in  containers,  and 
fresh  fruit  sections  and  salads  (not 
frozen) ,  in  containers,  when  transported 
at  the  same  time  and  in  the  same  ve¬ 
hicle  with  canned  citrus  juice  as  de¬ 
scribed  above,  from  points  in  Alachua, 
Bradford,  Brevard,  Broward,  Charlotte, 
Citrus,  Clay,  Collier,  Columbia,  Dade,  De 
Soto,  Duv^,  Flagler,  Gilchrist,  Glades, 
Hardee,  Hendry,  Hernando,  Highlands, 
Hillsborough,  Indiana  River,  Lake,  Lee, 
Levy,  Manatee,  Marion,  Okeechobee, 
Orange,  (Osceola,  Palm  Beach,  Pasco, 
Pinellas,  Polk,  Putnam,  Saint  Johns, 
Saint  Lucie,  Sarasota,  Seminole,  Sumter, 
and  Volusia  Counties,  Fla.,  to  points  in 
Indiana,  Michigan,  and  Ohio  (except 
Yoimgstown,  Ohio).  Note:  Applicant 
states  it  does  not  intend  to  tack,  and 
apparently  is  willing  to  limit  the  pro¬ 
posed  operation  to  local  service  if  war¬ 
ranted.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  10761  (Sub-No.  235),  filed 
February  3,  1969.  Applicant:  ’TRANS- 
AMERICAN  FREIGHT  LINES,  INC., 
1700  North  Waterman  Avenue,  Detroit, 
Mich.  48209.  Applicant’s  representatives: 
L.  G.  Naidow  (same  address  as  above) 
and  A.  Alvis  Layne,  Pennsylvania  Build¬ 
ing,  Washington,  D.C.  2()004.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular  routes, 
transporting:  General  commodities  (ex¬ 
cept  classes  A  and  B  explosives,  house¬ 
hold  goods  as  defined  by  the  (itommis- 
sion,  and  commodities  in  bulk) ,  serving 
Pemberville,  Ohio,  as  an  off -route  point 
in  connection  with  applicant’s  regular 
route  operations  to  and  from  Toledo, 
Ohio,  as  authorized  in  MC  10761  Sheets 
2  and  9.  Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed 
necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held 
at  Detroit,  Mich.,  or  Toledo,  Ohio. 

No.  MC  10761  (Sub-No.  236),  filed 
February  2,  1969.  Applicant:  TRANS- 
AMERICAN  FREIGHT  LINES,  INC., 
1700  North  Waterman  Avenue,  Detroit, 
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Mich.  48209.  Applicant’s  representatives: 
L.  O.  Naidow  (same  address  as  above) 
and  A.  Alvls  Layne,  Pennsylvania  Build¬ 
ing,  Washington,  D.C.  20004.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  regxUar  routes, 
transporting:  General  commodities  (ex¬ 
cept  those  of  imusual  value,  classes  A  and 
B  explosives,  household  goods  as  defined 
by  the  Commission,  commodities  in  bulk 
and  those  requiring  special  equipment) , 
serving  the  plantsite  of  Republic  Pow¬ 
dered  Metals,  Inc.,  in  Brimswick,  Gills 
Township,  Medina  County,  Ohio,  as  an 
off-route  point  to  and  from  applicant’s 
authorized  authority  to  serve  Cleveland, 
Ohio,  as  shown  in  MC-10761  Sheet  No.  7. 
Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Cleve¬ 
land,  Ohio. 

No.  MC  10761  (Sub-No.  237),  filed 
February  3,  1969.  Applicant:  'TRANS- 
AMERICAN  FREIGHT  LINES.  INC., 
1700  North  Waterman  Avenue,  Detroit, 
Mich.  48209.  Applicant’s  representatives: 
L.  G.  Naidow  (same  address  as  applicant) 
and  A.  Alvls  Layne,  Pennsylvania  Build¬ 
ing,  Washington,  D.C.  20004.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular  routes, 
transporting:  General  commodities  (ex¬ 
cept  classes  A  and  B  explosives,  house¬ 
hold  goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
and  commodities  in  bulk) ,  serving  White- 
house,  Ohio,  as  an  off -route  point  in 
connection  with  applicant’s  authorized 
regular  route  authority.  Note  :  If  a  hear¬ 
ing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant  re¬ 
quests  it  be  held  at  Detroit,  Mich.,  or 
■Toledo,  Ohio. 

No.  MC  13806  (Sub-No.  34),  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  3,  1969.  Applicant:  VIRGINIA 
HAULING  COMPANY,  a  corporation. 
Post  Office  Box  9525,  Richmond,  Va. 
23228.  Applicant’s  representative :  Daniel 
B.  Johnkin,  Perpetual  Building,  1111  £ 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20004.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  tran«x>rting:  (1)  Iron  and  steel 
articles,  from  the  plant  or  warehouse 
sites  of  Continental  Steel  Corp.,  located 
in  Howard  County,  Ind.,  to  points  in  the 
United  States  on  and  east  of  U.S.  High¬ 
way  85,  and  (2)  Materials,  equipments, 
and  supplies  used  in  the  manufacture 
and  processing  of  iron  and  steel  articles, 
from  points  in  the  United  States  on  and 
east  of  U.S.  Highway  85,  to  the  plant  or 
warehouse  sites  of  Continental  Steel 
Corp.,  located  in  Howard  County,  Ind. 
Restriction:  Restricted  to  traffic  origi¬ 
nating  at  or  destined  to  the  named 
origins  and  destinations  m  (1)  and  (2) 
above,  and  restricted  against  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  commodities  in  bulk.  Note: 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  Washington, 
D.C. 

No.  MC  15897  (Sub-No.  4),  filed 
January  31,  1969.  i^plicant:  OH. 

TRANSFTH  AND  STORAGE  CO.,  a  cor¬ 
poration,  207-209  South  Union  Street, 
Post  Office  Box  1602,  Shawnee,  Okla. 
74801.  Applicant’s  representative:  Wil¬ 
burn  L.  Williamson,  450  American  Na¬ 
tional  Building,  Oklahoma  City,  Okla. 
73102.  Authority  sought  to  cerate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Antennas: 


antenna  accessories:  audios,  audio  ac¬ 
cessories,  batteries:  electronic  compo¬ 
nents  and  accessories:  intercoms:  public 
address  equipment:  phonographs:  phon¬ 
ograph  accessories,  radios:  receivers: 
hobby  kits:  recording  tape:  tape  record¬ 
ers:  tape  accessories:  test  equipment: 
transceivers:  tubes:  musical  instru¬ 
ments:  office  and  store  supplies,  furnish¬ 
ings,  fixtures  and  equipment:  timers  and 
timing  devices:  tools  and  tool  kits:  hard¬ 
ware  cabinets:  lamps:  books  and  cata¬ 
logs,  from  Fort  Worth,  Tex.,  to  points  in 
Florida,  Georgia,  South  Carolina,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Tennessee,  Wisconsin,  Minnesota, 
Iowa,  Missouri,  Arkansas,  Louisiana, 
Oklahoma,  Kansas,  Nebraska,  North 
Dakota,  South  Dakota,  Montana,  Wyo¬ 
ming,  Colorado,  Utah,  New  Mexico,  Ala¬ 
bama,  and  Mississippi,  restrict^  to 
traffic  originating  at  or  destined  to  facili¬ 
ties  or  franchise  stores  of  the  Radio  Divi¬ 
sion  of  the  Tandy  Corp.  Note:  If  a  hear¬ 
ing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant  re¬ 
quests  it  be  held  at  Fort  Worth,  Tex. 

No.  MC  17778  (Sub-No.  37),  filed 
December  23,  1968.  Applicant:  YALE 
TRANSPORT  CORP.,  460  12th  Avenue, 
New  York,  N.Y.  10018.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Herbert  Burstein,  160  Brocid- 
way.  New  York,  N.Y.  10038.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular  routes, 
transporting:  General  commodities  (ex¬ 
cept  those  of  imusual  value,  classes  A 
and  B  explosives,  household  goods  as 
defined  by  the  Commission,  commodities 
in  bulk  and  commodities  requiring 
special  equipment) ,  between  Providence, 
R.I.,  and  plantsite  of  Carol  Cable  Corp., 
at  Warren,  R.I.,  from  Providence  over 
Interstate  Highway  95  to  junction  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  195,  thence  over  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  195  to  junction  Rhode 
Island  Highway  114,  thence  over  Rhode 
Island  Highway  114  to  plantsite  of  Carol 
Cable  Corp.,  located  at  Warren,  R.I., 
and  return  over  the  same  route,  serving 
no  intermediate  p>oints.  Note:  Common 
control  may  be  involved.  If  a  hearing  is 
deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests  it 
be  held  at  New  York,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  27063  (Sub-No.  17),  filed  Jan¬ 
uary  24,  1969.  Applicant:  LIBERTY 
TRANSFER  COMPANY,  INC.,  Towson 
and  Cuba  Streets,  Baltimore,  Md.  21230. 
Applicant’s  representative:  S.  Harrison 
Kahn,  Suite  733,  Investment  Building, 
Washington,  D.C.  20005.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Paperboard,  from  Severn,  Md., 
to  Washington,  D.C.,  Wilmin’gton,  Del., 
New  York,  N.Y.,  Huntingdon,  Pa.,  points 
in  Pennsylvania  on  and  east  of  UB. 
Highway  15,  and  those  in  New  Jersey  on, 
north  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at 
Pennsville,  and  extending  along  UB. 
Highway  130  to  New  Brunswick,  N.J., 
thence  east  along  the  Raritan  River  to 
Raritan  Bay,  including  points  on  the 
indicated  portions  of  the  highways 
specified,  under  contract  with  Simkins 
Industries,  Inc.  Note:  Applicant  holds 
a  pending  common  carrier  application 
under  MC  128278  (Sub-No.  1),  therefore, 
dual  operations  may  be  involved.  If  a 
hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Washington,  D.C. 


No.  MC  31600  (Sub-No.  639) ,  filed  Feb- 
ruary  3,  1969.  Applicant:  P.  B.  MUTRIE 
MOTOR  TRANSPORTATION,  INC.. 
Calvary  Street,  Waltham,  Mass.  02154. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Harry  c. 
Ames,  Jr.,  529  Transportation  Building, 
Washington,  D.C.  20006.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  (1)  Starch,  in  bulk,  in  tank  or 
hopper-type  vehicles,  from  Houlton, 
Maine  to  Pittsburgh,  Pa.,  (2)  corn  starch, 
in  bulk,  in  tank  or  hopper-type  vehicles, 
from  Boston,  Mass.,  to  points  in  Maine, 
(3)  alum  in  bulk,  from  the  plantsite  of 
Holland  Co.,  Inc.,  in  Adams,  Mass.,  to 
points  in  Cormecticut  (except  Man¬ 
chester,  Versailles,  and  Windsor  Locks) 
and  to  Bronx,  Columbia,  Delaware, 
Dutchess,  Greene,  Kings,  Nassau,  New 
York,  Orange,  Putnam,  Queens,  Rich¬ 
mond,  Rockland,  Suffolk,  Sullivan,  Ulster, 
and  Westchester  Counties,  N.Y.,  and 
sodium  aluminate  and  rosin  sizing,  in 
bulk,  from  the  plantsite  of  Holland  Co., 
Inc.,  in  Adams,  Mass.,  to  points  in  Con¬ 
necticut,  Maine,  Massachusetts,  New 
Hampshire,  New  York,  Rhode  Island,  and 
Vermont,  restricted  to  traffic  originat¬ 
ing  at  the  above-named  plantsite  and 
destined  to  points  in  the  above-named 
destination  States  and  (4)  clay,  dry,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  or  hopper-type  vehicles 
from  Paulsboro,  N.J.,  at  Alama,  Mich. 
Note:  Common  control  may  be  involved. 
Applicant  states  no  duplicating  authority 
is  being  sought.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed 
necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at 
Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  33641  (Sub-No.  83).  filed  Jan¬ 
uary  22, 1969.  Applicant:  IML  FREIGHT, 
INC.,  Post  Office  Box  2277,  Salt  Lake 
City,  Utah  84110.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  Edward  J.  Hegarty,  Shell  Build¬ 
ing,  100  Bush  Street,  San  Francisco, 
Calif.  94104.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  regular  routes,  transporting:  Gen¬ 
eral  commodities  (except  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  of  unusual  value,  commodi¬ 
ties  in  bulk,  commodities  requiring  spe¬ 
cial  equipment)  serving  that  portion  6f 
Weber  Coimty,  Utah,  lying  north  of  the 
Weber  River  and  west  of  Utah  Highway 
84  £is  an  off -route  point  in  connection 
with  carrier’s  authorized  regular  routes 
to  and  from  Ogden,  Utah.  Note:  If  a 
hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  San  Francisco, 
Calif.,  or  Salt  Lake  City.  Utah. 

No.  MC  37544  (Sub-No.  1)  (Correc¬ 
tion)  ,  filed  December  19,  1968,  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  issue  of  Jan¬ 
uary  30,  1969,  and  republished  in  part, 
as  corrected  this  issue.  Applicant: 
FASGO  MO’TOR  EXPRESS,  INC.,  2000 
St.  Clair  Avenue,  East  St.  Louis,  HI. 
66205.  Applican-t’s  representative: 
George  C.  Andqrson  (same  address  as 
applicant).  The  purpose  of  this  partial 
republication  is  solely  to  refiect  the  cor¬ 
rect  name  of  applicant  as  ?<isgo  Motor 
Express,  Inc.,  in  lieu  of  Fasco  Motor  Ex¬ 
press,  Inc.,  which  was  inadvertently 
shown  in  the  previous  pubUcation.  The 
rest  of  the  application  remains  as  pre¬ 
viously  published. 
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No.  MC  38367  (Sub-No.  3) ,  filed  Jan¬ 
uary  16,  1969.  Applicant:  SMITH  AVE¬ 
NUE  STORAGE  WAREHOUSE,  MOV¬ 
ING  CO.,  INC.,  149  Clinton  Avenue, 
Kingston,  N.Y.  12401.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  John  J.  Brady,  Jr.,  75  State 
Street,  Albany,  N.Y.  12207.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier. 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Household  goods  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  containerized, 
between  points  in  Ulster,  Orange,  Sulli¬ 
van,  Delaware,  Rockland,  Putnam,  West¬ 
chester,  Dutchess,  Columbia,  Greene,  Al¬ 
bany,  Schenectady,  and  Rensselaer  Coim- 
ties,  N.Y.,  and  New  York  City,  N.Y.;  Ben¬ 
nington  County,  Vt.;  Berkshire  Covmty, 
Mass.,  and  Richfield,  Hartford,  New 
Haven,  and  Fairfield  Counties,  Conn., 
restricted  to  shipments  having  a  prior 
or  subsequent  movement  beyond  points 
in  said  territory,  in  containers,  and 
further  restricted  to  and  in  connection 
with  packing,  crating,  and  containeriz¬ 
ing,  or  impacking,  uncrating,  and  decon- 
tainerizing.  Note:  Applicant  states  it 
does  not  intend  to  tack,  and  apparently 
is  willing  to  limit  the  proposed  operation 
to  local  service  if  warranted.  If  a  hear¬ 
ing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant  re¬ 
quests  it  be  held  at  Albany,  N.Y. 

42318  (Sub-No.  35) ,  filed  January  27, 
1969.  Applicant:  HOWARD  HALL 
COMPANY,  INC.,  3433  35th  Street 
North,  Post  Office  Box  2622,  Birming¬ 
ham,  Ala.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Maurice  P.  Bishop,  327  Frank  Nelson 
Building,  Birmingham,  Ala.  Authority 
sought  to  oi>erate  as  a  common  carrier. 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular  routes, 
transporting:  General  commodities  (ex¬ 
cept  those  of  unusual  value  and  except 
dangerous  explosives,  livestock,  house¬ 
hold  goods  as  defined  in  Practices  of 
Motor  Common  Carriers  of  Household 
Goods.  17  M.C.C.  467,  commodities  in 
bulk,  and  those  requiring  special  equip¬ 
ment),  (1)  Between  Birmingham,  Ala., 
and  Miami,  Fla.,  from  Birmingham  over 
UB.  Highway  31  to  Montgomery,  Ala., 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  231  to 
Dothan,  Ala.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway 
84  to  Bainbridge,  Ga.,  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  27  to  Capps,  Fla.,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highways  19  and  27  to  Perry,  Fla., 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  98  to  Brooks- 
ville,  Fla.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  41 
to  Tampa,  Fla.,  thence  over  Florida 
Highway  60  to  its  intersection  with  U.S. 
Highway  27  at  a  point  approximately  4 
miles  west  of  Lake  Wales,  Fla.,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  27  to  Miami,  Fla.,  and 
return  over  the  same  route  serving 
Montgomery,  Ala.,  and  all  intermediate 
points  in  Florida  and  all  other  points  in 
Florida  and  those  in  Alabama  within  a 
65-mile  radius  of  Birmingham,  Ala.,  as 
off-route  points. 

(2)  Between  Birmingham,  Ala.,  and 
Miami,  Fla.,  from  Birmingham  over 
U.S.  Highway  280  to  Richland,  Ga., 
thence  over  (Georgia  Highway  55  to  Al¬ 
bany,  Ga.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  82 
to  its  intersection  with  Interstate  High¬ 
way  75  near  Tifton,  Ga.,  thence  over 
Interstate  Highway  75  to  its  intersection 
with  U.S.  Highway  27  near  Ocala,  Fla., 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  27  to  Miami, 
Fla.,  and  return  over  the  same  route 


serving  all  intermediate  points  in  Flor¬ 
ida  and  all  other  points  in  Florida  and 
those  in  Alabama  within  a  65-mile  radius 
of  Birmingham,  Ala.,  as  off-route  points. 
(3)  Between  Birmingham,  Ala.,  and 
Miami,  Fla.;  (a)  from  Birmingham  over 
U.S.  Highway  280  to  Richland,  Ga., 
thence  over  Georgia  State  Highway  55 
to  Dawson,  Ga.,  thence  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  82  to  Waycross,  Ga.,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  1  to  Miami,  Fla.,  and  re¬ 
turn  over  the  same  route  serving  all 
intermediate  points  in  Florida  and  all 
other  points  in  Florida  and  those  in 
Alabama  within  a  65-mile  radius  of 
Birmingham,  Ala.,  as  off-route  points; 
(b)  between  Jacksonville,  and  Miami, 
Fla.,  over  Interstate  Highway  95  serving 
intermediate  points.  (4)  Between 
Birmingham,  Ala.,  and  Pensacola,  Fla.; 
(a)  from  Birmingham  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  31  to  Montgomery,  thence  over  U.*. 
Highway  31  to  Plomaton,  Ala.,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  29  to  Pensacola,  Fla., 
and  return  over  the  same  route;  (b) 
from  Birmingham  over  Interstate 
Highway  65  to  its  jimction  wdth  Ala¬ 
bama  Highway  21  near  Atmore,  Ala., 
thence  over  Alabama  Highway  21  to  the 
Alabama-Florida  State  line,  thence  over 
Florida  Highway  97  to  its  junction  with 
U.S.  Highway  29,  thence  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  29  to  Pensacola,  and  return  over  the 
same  route  serving  Montgomery,  Ala., 
and  all  intermediate  points  in  Plorida 
and  all  other  points  in  Florida  and  those 
in  Alabama  within  a  65 -mile  radius  of 
Birmingham,  Ala.,  as  off-route  points. 

(5)  Between  Birmingham,  Ala.,  and 
Fort  Walton  Beach,  Fla.,  from  Birming¬ 
ham  over  U.S.  Highway  31  to  Mont¬ 
gomery,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  331  to 
Florala,  Ala.,  thence  over  Florida  High¬ 
way  85  to  Fort  Walton  Beach,  Fla.,  and 
return  over  the  sanip  route  serving  Mont¬ 
gomery,  Ala.,  and  all  intermediate  points 
in  Florida  and  all  other  points  in  Florida 
and  those  in  Alabama  within  a  65-mile 
radius  of  Birmingham,  Ala.,  as  off-route 
points.  (6)  Between  Birmingham,  Ala., 
and  Panama  City,  Fla.,  from  Birming¬ 
ham  over  U.S.  Highway  31  to  Montgom¬ 
ery,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  231  to 
Panama  City,  Fla.,  and  return  over  the 
same  route  serving  Montgomery,  Ala., 
and  all  intermediate  points  in  Florida 
and  those  in  Alabama  within  a  65 -mile 
radius  of  Birmingham,  Ala.,  as  off-route 
points.  (7)  Between  Brewton,  Ala.,  and 
Pensacola,  Fla.,  from  Brewton  over  Ala¬ 
bama  Highway  41  to  the  Alabama-Flor¬ 
ida  State  line,  thence  over  Florida  High¬ 
way  87  to  its  intersection  with  U.S.  High¬ 
way  90  at  Milton,  Fla.,  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  90  to  Pensacola  and  return  over 
the  same  route,  with  service  to  all  inter¬ 
mediate  points.  (8)  Between  Florala,  Ala., 
and  Panama  City,  Fla.,  from  Florala  over 
U.S.  Highway  331  to  Freeport,  Fla., 
thence  over  Florida  Highway  20  to  its 
intersection  with  Florida  Highway  79, 
thence  over  Florida  Highway  79  to  its 
intersection  with  U.S.  Highway  98, 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  98  to  Panama 
City  and  return  over  the  same  route, 
serving  all  intermediate  points.  (9)  Be¬ 
tween  Pensacola  and  Panama  City,  Fla., 
over  U.S.  Highway  98,  serving  intermedi¬ 
ate  points. 


(10)  Between  Pensacola,  and  Jackson¬ 
ville,  Fla.,  over  U.S.  Highway  90  and/or 
Interstate  Highway  10,  serving  inter¬ 
mediate  points.  (11)  Between  the  inter¬ 
section  of  U.S.  Highway  90  and  U.S. 
Highway  231  near  Cottondale,  and  Lake 
City,  Fla.,  over  U.S.  Highway  90,  with 
service  to  all  intermediate  p>oints.  (12) 
Between  the  intersection  of  Interstate 
Highway  75  and  Interstate  Highway  10 
near  Lake  City,  and  Jacksonville.  Fla., 
over  Interstate  Highway  10,  serving  all 
intermediate  points  (13)  Between  Lees¬ 
burg  and  Orlando,  Fla.,  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  441,  serving  all  Intermediate  points. 
(14)  Between  Orlando  and  the  junction 
of  UB.  Highways  27  and  441  over  U.S. 
Highway  441  serving  all  intermediate 
points.  (15)  Between  Orlando  and 
Jacksonville,  Fla.,  over  UJ5.  Highway  17 
serving  all  intermediate  points.  (16)  Be¬ 
tween  Orlando  and  Dajdona  Beach,  Fla., 
over  Interstate  Highway  4  serving  all 
intermediate  points.  (17)  Between 
Orlando,  Fla.,  and  the  intersection  of 
Florida  Highway  50  and  U.S.  Highway 
1  about  8  miles  south  of  Titusville,  Fla., 
over  Florida  Highway  50,  serving  all  in¬ 
termediate  points.  (18)  Between  Ocala, 
Fla.,  and  the  intersection  of  Interstate 
Highway  75  and  U.S.  Highway  441  near 
High  Springs,  Fla.,  over  U.S.  Highway 
441  serving  all  intermediate  points.  (19) 
Between  Ocala,  Fla.,  and  the  intersection 
of  U.S.  Highway  301  and  90  at  or  near 
Baldwin,  Fla.,  over  U.S.  Highway 
301,  serving  all  intermediate  points. 
(20)  Between  Orlando  and  Tampa,  Fla., 
over  Interstate  Highway  4,  serving 
all  intermediate  points.  (21)  Be¬ 
tween  Tampa,  Fla.,  and  the  intersection 
of  U.S.  Highway  27  and  Interstate  High¬ 
way  75  near  Ocala,  Fla.,  over  Interstate 
Highway  75  serving  intermediate  points. 

(22)  Between  Tampa,  Fla.,  and  the 
intersection  of  U.S.  Highways  19  and  98 
near  Chassahowitzka,  Fla.,  from  said  in¬ 
tersection  of  U.S.  Highways  19  and  98 
over  U.S.  Highway  19  to  the  intersection 
thereof  with  Florida  State  Highway  60, 
thence  over  Florida  State  Highway  60  to 
Tampa  and  return  over  the  same  route, 
serving  all  Intermediate  points.  (23)  Be¬ 
tween  Tampa,  Fla.,  and  the  Sunshine 
State  Parkway,  ovqr  Florida  Highway  60, 
serving  all  interm^ate  points.  (24)  Be¬ 
tween  the  intersection  of  Interstate 
Highway  75  and  the  Sunshine  State 
Parkway  (Florida  Turnpike  Toll  Road) 
near  Wilwood,  and  Miami,  Fla.,  over  the 
said  Sunshine  State  Parkway,  serving 
all  intermediate  points.  (25)  Between 
Birmingham  and  Montgomery,  Ala., 
from  Birmingham  over  U.S.  Highway  31 
to  its  intersection  with  Interstate  High¬ 
way  65  near  Alabaster,  Ala.,  thence  over 
Interstate  Highway  65  to  its  intersection 
with  U.S.  Highway  31  near  Prattville, 
Ala.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  31  to 
Montgomery,  for  operating  convenience 
only;  (26)  between  Birmingham  and 
Montgomery,  Ala.,  over  U.S.  Highway 
31  or  Interstate  Highway  65  for  operat¬ 
ing  convenience  only;  (27)  between 
Montgomery,  Ala.,  and  Columbus,  Ga.. 
over  U.S.  Highway  80  for  operating  con¬ 
venience  and  joinder  only;  (28)  between 
Montgomery,  Ala.,  and  Tifton,  Ga.,  over 
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U£.  Highway  82  for  operating  conveni¬ 
ence  and  Joinder  only;  (29)  between 
Clermont  and  Orlando,  Fla.,  over  Florida 
Highway  50,  serving  intermediate  points. 

Restriction :  The  operations  herein 
sought  are  restricted  to  the  transporta¬ 
tion  of  shipments  moving  to,  through  or 
from  points  located  within  a  radius  of 
65  miles  of  Birmingham,  Ala.,  including 
Birmingham  and  Montgomery,  Ala.,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
In  Florida,  Note;  Applicant  presently 
holds  authority  to  transport  the  subject 
commodities  between  Montgomery,  Ala., 
and  points  in  Alabama  within  65  miles  of 
Birmingham,  including  Birmingham,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  Florida  on  and  north  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  C^learwater,  Fla.,  and  extend¬ 
ing  across  Davis  Causeway  to  Tampa, 
Fla.,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  192  to 
Melbourne,  Fla.,  and  thence  along  un¬ 
numbered  highway  to  Atlantic  Seaboard. 
The  subject  application  seeks  authority 
to  (1)  convert  the  aforesaid  irregxUar 
route  to  regular  route  authority  with  the 
right  to  serve  all  of  the  aforesaid  areas 
of  Florida  on  the  regular  routes  as  In¬ 
termediate  points  and  to  serve  those 
points  in  Florida  not  on  said  regular 
routes  as  ofE-route  points  and  (2)  to  serve 
points  on  the  aforesaid  regular  routes 
in  Florida  south  of  the  aforesaid  line 
as  Intermediate  points  and  to  serve  all 
other  points  in  Florida  south  of  the  said 
line  as  off-route  points.  Applicant  further 
states  that  no  duplicating  authority  is 
sought.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Birming¬ 
ham,  Ala.,  and  Miami,  Fla. 

No.  MC  54948  (Sub-No.  3) ,  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  24,  1969.  Applicant:  BERT  B. 
HEDSTROM,  Wilton,  N.  Dak.  58579.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative;  Alan  R)ss,  502 
First  National  Bank  Building,  Fargo,  N. 
Dak.  58102.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting :  Fer¬ 
tilizer  and  fertilizer  ingredients,  from 
Fargo,  N.  Dak.,  to  points  in  North  Dakota. 
Note;  Applicant  states  it  does  not  intend 
to  tack,  and  apparently  is  willing  to  limit 
the  proposed  operation  to  local  service  if 
warranted.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  neces¬ 
sary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at 
Fargo,  N.  Dak. 

No.  MC  69981  (Sub-No.  11),  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  4,  1969.  Applicant:  AIXiLPH  E. 
HULCHER  AND  AUSTIN  W.  HULCHER, 
a  partnership,  doing  business  as  A.  E. 
HULCHER  AND  SON,  Post  Office  Box 
167,  Virden,  HI.  62690.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Mack  Stephenson,  301  North 
Second  Street,  Springfield,  HI.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Garbage  disposal  units, 
electric,  from  Newton,  Iowa,  to  points  in 
Adams,  Bond,  Brown,  Calhoun,  Cass, 
Champaign,  Christian,  Clark,  Clinton, 
Coles,  Crawford,  Cum^rland,  De  Witt, 
Douglas,  Edgar,  Effingham,  Fayette,  P^U- 
ton,  Greene,  Hancock,  Henderson,  Henry, 
Jasper,  Jersey,  Knox,  Logan,  McDonough, 
Macon,  Macoupin,  Madison,  Marion, 
Mason,  Mendard,  Mercer,  Montgomery, 
Morgan,  Moultrie,  Peoria,  Plate,  Pike, 
Rock  Island,  Sangamon,  Scott,  Shelby, 


Stark,  Tacewell,  Vermilion,  Warren, 
Washington,  Whiteside,  and  Woodford 
Counties,  HL  Note;  If  a  hearing  is 
deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests  it 
be  held  at  Springfield  or  Chicago,  HI.,  or 
St.  Louis,  Mo. 

No.  MC  77972  (Sub-No.  14) ,  filed  Jan¬ 
uary  29,  1969.  Applicant:  MERCHANTS 
TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  100  Summer  Street, 
Post  Office  Box  20^,  New  Albany,  Miss. 
39652.  Applicant’s  representative:  Don¬ 
ald  B.  Morrison,  717  Deposit  Guaranty 
National  Bank  Building,  Post  Office  Box 
22533,  Jackson,  Miss.  39205.  Authority 
sought  to  cerate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular  routes, 
transporting:  General  commodities  (ex¬ 
cept  those  of  unusual  value,  classes  A 
and  B  explosives,  livestock,  commodities 
in  bulk,  commoffities  requiring  si}eclal 
equipment,  and  those  injurious  or  con¬ 
taminating  to  other  lading) ;  (1)  be¬ 
tween  Memphis,  Tenn.,  and  Ackermsm, 
Miss.,  from  Memphis  to  Winona,  Miss., 
over  Interstate  Highway  55;  thence  over 
UB.  Highway  82  to  Mathiston;  thence 
over  Mississippi  Highway  15  to  Acker¬ 
man,  Miss.,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  as  an  alternate  route  for  operating 
convenience  only,  serving  no  interme¬ 
diate  points;  (2)  between  Memphis, 
Tenn.,  and  Carthage,  Miss.,  from  Mem¬ 
phis  to  Vaiden,  Miss.,  over  Interstate 
Highway  55;  thence  over  Mississippi 
Highway  35  to  Carthage,  Miss.,  and  re¬ 
turn  over  the  same  route,  as  an  alternate 
route  for  operating  convenience  only, 
serving  no  intermediate  points;  and  (3) 
between  New  Albany,  Miss.,  and  Acker¬ 
man,  Miss.,  from  New  Albany  to  Acker¬ 
man,  over  Mississippi  Highway  15,  and 
return  over  the  same  route,  as  an  fdter- 
nate  route  for  operating  convenience 
only,  serving  no  intermediate  points. 
Note:  ’The  route  in  (3)  above  will  be 
Joined  with  and  used  in  conjimctlon  with 
applicant’s  present  route  extending  be¬ 
tween  Memphis,  Tenn.,  and  New  Albany, 
Miss.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Jackson. 
Miss. 

No.  MC  82841  (Sub-No.  53) ,  filed  Jan¬ 
uary  21,  1969.  Applicant:  Rr-D  TRANS¬ 
FER,  INC.,  801  Livestock  Exchange 
Building,  Omaha,  Nebr.  68107.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Donald  L.  Stem, 
630  City  National  Bank  Building,  Omaha, 
Nebr.  68102.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting :  Pipe, 
tubing,  light  poles,  mast  arms,  brackets, 
bases  and  accessories,  from  the  plantsite 
of  Valmont  Industries,  Inc.,  at  or  near 
Valley,  Nebr.,  to  points  in  North  Dakota, 
South  Dakota,  Kansas,  Oklahoma, 
Texas,  New  Mexico,  Colorado,  Wyoming, 
Montana,  Idaho,  Utah,  Arizona,  Nevada, 
California,  Oregon,  and  Washington,  re¬ 
stricted  against  the  transportation  of 
oilfield  commodities  as  described  In  Mer¬ 
cer  Extension-Oilfield  commodities. 
Note  :  Applicant  states  it  does  not  intend 
to  tack,  and  apparently  is  willing  to 
limit  the  proi)osed  operation  to  locid 
service  if  warranted.  If  a  hearing  is 
deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests  it 
be  held  at  Omaha,  Nebr. 

No.  MC  86099  (Sub-No.  3),  filed  Janu¬ 
ary  31,  1969.  Applicant:  CARL  VAUGHT, 


107  Kansas  Avenue,  Hiawatha,  Kans. 
66434.  Applicant’s  representative:  John 
E.  Jandera,  641  Harrison  Street,  Top^a, 
Kans.  66603.  Authority  sought  to  opierate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transprarting:  Gen¬ 
eral  commodities  (except  those  of  un¬ 
usual  value  and  except  dangerous  ex¬ 
plosives,  household  goods  as  defined  in  ' 
Practices  of  Motor  Carriers  of  Household 
Goods,  17  M.C.C.  467,  commodities  ii 
bulk,  commodities  requiring  specid 
equipment)  between  points  in  Nemaha, 
Brown,  Doniphan,  Atchison,  Kans.,  and 
that  p>art  of  Jackson  County  on  and 
north  of  Kansas  Highway  16  and  that 
part  of  Marshall  Coimty  on  and  east  of 
Kansas  Highway  99.  Note:  By  this  in¬ 
stant  application,  applicant  seeks  to  con¬ 
vert  certain  authority  from  its  certificate 
of  registration  to  a  certificate  of  public 
convenience  and  necessity.  If  a  hearing  is 
deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests  it 
be  held  at  St.  Joseph,  Mo. 

No.  MC  87720  (Sub-No.  90),  filed  Jan¬ 
uary  31,  1969.  Applicant:  BASS  TRANS- 
PORTATTON  CO.,  INC.,  Star  Route  A, 
Old  Ch’oton  Road,  Flemington,  N.J. 
08822.  Applicant’s  representative:  Bert 
Collins,  140  Cedar  Street,  New  York,  N.Y. 
10006.  Authority  soiight  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Paper 
bags,  and  closing  materials  therefor,  and 
wrapping  paper,  from  Mobile,  Ala.,  to 
pointe  in  the  United  States  east  of  and 
including  North  Dakota,  South  Dakota, 
Nebraska,  Oklahoma,  Texas,  and  New 
Mexico;  (2)  materials  and  supplies,  ex¬ 
cept  in  bulk,  from  Bogalusa,  La.,  Crossett, 
Ark.,  Houston,  Tex.,  Homer,  La.,  East 
Pepperell,  Mass.,  Indianapolis,  Ind., 
Minneapolis,  Minn.,  Cedar  Rapids,  Iowa, 
Argo,  HI.,  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  Macon,  Ga., 
and  Decatur,  HI.,  to  Mobile,  Ala.;  (3) 
burlap,  paper,  and  fiber  bags,  cotton 
yarn,  burlap,  in  rolls,  from  New  Orleans, 
La.,  to  Georgia,  North  Carolina,  Ala¬ 
bama,  Hillsborough  Coimty,  Fla.,  Green¬ 
ville  and  Harrison  Counties,  Miss.;  (4) 
materials  and  supplies,  other  than  bulk, 
from  Burlington,  Ind.,  Hazelhurst,  Ga„ 
Wilson,  N.C.,  Cheraw,  S.C.,  Macon,  Ga., 
St.  Louis,  Mo.,  Houston,  Tex.,  Terre 
Haute,  Ind.,  Bemiston  and  Ttdladega, 
Ala.,  to  New  Orleans.  La. ;  (5)  paper  bags 
and  wrapping  paper,  from  Crossett,  Ark., 
to  Georgia,  South  Carolina,  North 
Carolina,  Florida,  Alabama,  Mississippi, 
Louisiana,  Tennessee,  Texas,  and  OWa- 
homa;  (6)  materials  and  supplies,  other 
than  bulk,  between  Crossett,  Ark.,  and 
St.  Louis,  Mo.;  and  (7)  returned  ship¬ 
ments  in  (1),  (2),  (3),  (4),  (5),  and  (6), 
in  the  reverse  direction,  under  contract 
with  Bemis  Co.,  Inc.  Note  :  If  a  hearing  is 
deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests  it 
be  held  at  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  94265  (Sub-No.  211)  (Amend¬ 
ment)  ,  filed  October  18,  1968,  published 
Federal  Register  issue  of  November  7, 
1968,  amended  February  13, 1969,  and  re¬ 
published  as  amended,  this  issue.  Appli¬ 
cant:  BONNEY  MOTGR  EXPRESS, 
INC.,  Post  Office  Box  12388,  Thomas  Cor¬ 
ner  Station,  Norfolk,  Va.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Wilmer  B.  Hill,  529  ’Trans¬ 
portation  Building,  Washington,  D.C. 
20006.  Authority  sought  to  oi>erate  as  a 
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common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Meats, 
meat  products,  meat  byproducts,  and 
articles  distributed  by  meat  packing¬ 
houses,  as  described  in  sections  A  and  C 
of  appendix  I  to  the  report  in  Descrip¬ 
tions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61 
M.C.C.  209  and  766  (except  hides  and 
conuiiodities  in  bulk) ,  and  (2)  foodstuffs, 
when  moving  in  mixed  loads  with  the 
commodities  named  in  (1)  above,  from 
Austin,  Minn.,  to  points  in  Maryland, 
Delaware,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  Connecticut,  Rhode  Island, 
Massachusetts,  New  Hampshire,  Ver¬ 
mont,  Maine,  and  those  in  West  Virginia 
on  and  north  of  U.S.  Highway  60,  re¬ 
stricted  to  traffic  originating  at  the 
plantsite  and  warehouse  facilities  of  Geo. 
A.  Hormel  &  Co.  Note:  The  purpose  of 
this  republication  is  to  broaden  the  scope 
by  adding  (2)  above.  If  a  hearing  is 
deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests  it 
be  held  at  Washington,  D.C.,  Minneap¬ 
olis,  Mirm.,  or  Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  94350  (Sub-No,  214) ,  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  7,  1969.  Applicant:  TRANSIT 
HOMES,  INC.,  Haywood  Road,  Post 
Office  Box  1628,  Greenville,  S.C.  29602. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Mitchell 
King,  Jr.  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle  over  irreg¬ 
ular  routes,  transporting:  Trailers  de¬ 
signed  to  be  drawn  by  passenger  auto¬ 
mobiles  in  Initial  movements  and  port¬ 
able  buildings  traveling  on  their  own  or 
removable  undercarriages,  from  points  in 
Marlboro  County,  S.C.,  to  points  in  Geor¬ 
gia,  Florida,  North  Carolina,  Virginia, 
and  Maryland.  Note:  Common  control 
may  be  involved.  Applicant  states  it  does 
not  intend  to  tack,  and  apparently  is 
willing  to  limit  the  proposed  operation 
to  local  service  if  warranted.  If  a  hear¬ 
ing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant  re¬ 
quests  it  be  held  at  Columbia,  S.C. 

No.  MC  96881  (Sub-No.  7),  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  3,  1969.  Applicant:  ORVILLE  M. 
FINE,  doing  business  as  FINE  TRUCK 
LINE,  1211  South  Ninth  Street,  Fort 
Smith,  Ark.  72901.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Thomas  Harper,  Kelley  Build¬ 
ing,  Post  Office  Box  43,  Washington,  D.C. 
72901.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
regular  routes,  transix)rting:  General 
commodities  (except  those  of  imusual 
value,  classes  A  and  B  explosives,  house¬ 
hold  goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  those  requiring 
special  equipment),  (1)  between  Texar¬ 
kana,  Ark.-Tex.,  and  Paris,  Tex.,  from 
Texarkana  over  Interstate  Highway  30  to 
junction  UH.  Highway  82,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  82  to  Paris,  and  return 
over  the  same  route,  serving  all  inter¬ 
mediate  points,  (2)  between  Fort  Smith, 
Ark.,  and  Paris,  Tex.,  over  U.S.  Highway 
271,  serving  no  intermediate  points,  and 
(3)  between  Idabel,  Okla.,  and  jimction 
U.S.  Highways  259  and  82  west  of  De 
Kalb,  Tex., -over  U.S.  Highway  259,  serv¬ 
ing  all  intermediate  points.  Note:  If  a 
hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Dallas,  Tex.,  or 
Little  Rock,  Ark. 


No.  MC  103051  (Sub-No.  225),  filed 
January  27,  1969.  Applicant:  FLEET 
TRANSPORT  COMPANY,  INC.,  1000 
44th  Avenue  North,  Post  Office  Box  7645, 
Nashville,  Tenn.  37209.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  R.  J.  ResTiolds,  Jr.,  604-09 
Healey  Building,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30303.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Liquid  caustic 
soda,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
points  in  Muscogee  Coimty,  Ga.,  to  points 
in  Florida.  Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed 
necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held 

No.  MC  103993  (Sub-No.  359)  (Amend¬ 
ment)  ,  filed  November  20, 1968,  published 
Federal  Register  issue  of  December  19, 
1968,  amended  February  14, 1969,  and  re¬ 
published  as  amended  this  issue.  Appli¬ 
cant:  MORGAN  DRIVE-AWAY,  INC., 
2800  West  Lexington  Avenue,  Elkhart, 
Ind.  46515.  Applicant’s  representatives: 
Robert  G.  Tessar  and  Ralph  H.  Miller 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Campers  and  camp  coaches 
designed  to  be  installed  on  pickup  trucks, 
from  points  in  Boulder  County,  Colo.,  to 
points  in  Kansas,  Minnesota,  New  Mex¬ 
ico,  Nebraska,  South  Dakota,  Utah,  Wyo¬ 
ming,  and  Oklahoma.  Note:  The  purpose 
of  this  republication  is  to  redescribe  au¬ 
thority  sought,  which  includes  the  com¬ 
modity  and  the  origin  territory.  If  a 
hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Denver,  Colo. 

No.  MC  103993  (Sub-No.  374),  filed 
January  31,  1969.  Applicant:  MORGAN 
DRiVE-AWAY,  INC.,  2800  Wes*  Lexing¬ 
ton  Avenue,  Elkhart,  Ind.  46514.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Paul  D.  Borghe- 
sanl  and  Ralph  H.  Miller  (same  address 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting : 
Trailers  designed  to  be  drawn  by  pas¬ 
senger  automobiles  in  Initial  movements, 
from  Holstein,  Iowa,  to  points  in  the 
United  States  (except  Alaska  and 
Hawaii).  Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed 
necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held 
at  Des  Moines,  Iowa. 

No.  MC  103993  (Sub-No.  375),  filed 
February  4,  1969.  Applicant:  MORGAN 
DRIVE  AWAY,  INC.,  2800  West  Lexing¬ 
ton  Avenue,  Elkhart,  Ind.  46514.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Paul  D.  Borghe- 
sani  (same  address  as  applicant).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Iron  and  steel 
articles,  from  the  plant  or  warehouse 
sites  of  Continental  Steel  Corp.,  located 
in  Howard  County,  Ind.,  to  points  in  the 
United  States  on  and  east  of  U.S.  High¬ 
way  85;  and  (2)  materials,  equipment, 
and  supplies  used  in  manufacturing  and 
processing  of  iron  and  steel  articles, 
from  points  in  the  United  States  on  and 
east  of  UE.  Highway  85,  to  plant  or 
warehouse  sites  of  Continental  Steel 
Corp.,  located  in  Howard  County,  Ind., 
restricted  to  traffic  originating  at  or 
destined  to  named  origins  and  destina¬ 
tions  in  (1)  and  (2)  above,  and  re¬ 
stricted  against  the  transportation  of 


commodities  in  bulk.  Note:  If  a  hearing 
is  deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests 
it  be  held  at  Indianapolis,  Ind. 

No.  MC  104589  (Sub-No,  25),  filed 
February  3,  1969.  Applicant:  J.  L. 
LAWHON,  2941  Main  Street,  East  Point, 
Ga.  30044.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Clyde  W.  Carver  and  WiUiam  Addams, 
Suite  527,  1776  Peachtree  Street  NW., 
Atlanta,  (3a.  30309.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Container  cement,  liquid  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles,  from  points  in  Pulton 
County,  Ga.,  to  Houston  and  Paris,  Tex., 
Cincinnati,  Ohio,  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  Win¬ 
chester,  Va.,  and  Jacksonville  and 
Tampa,  Fla.,  and  Baltimore,  Md.,  imder 
contract  with  Dewey  and  Almy  Chem¬ 
ical  Division  of  W.  R.  Grace  &  Co.  Note: 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  appli¬ 
cant  does  not  specify  a  location. 

No.  MC  105172  (Sub-No.  8),  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  7,  1969.  Applicant:  GORDON 
DEHMLER,  doing  business  as  COVERED 
WAGON  TRAIN,  45  Clara  Barton  Street, 
Dansville,  N.Y.  14437.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Rasrmond  A.  Richards,  23 
West  Main  Street,  Webster,  N.Y.  14580. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Petroleum  asphalt 
other  than  paint,  stain,  or  varnish:  com¬ 
pound,  fuel  oil  treating  for  preventing 
precipitation  of  sediment;  petroleum 
vehicle  body  sealer  or  sound  deadener; 
petroleum  oil;  iron  and  steel  rust -pre¬ 
venting,  or  removing  compound  (other 
than  petroleum) ;  metal  cutting,  drawing 
and  drilling  compounds  (other  than 
petroleum) ;  brake  fluid  (other  than 
petroleum) ;  cleaning,  toashing,  and 
scouring  compound;  petroleum  tar; 
petroleum  wax;  petroleum  oils;  com¬ 
pounded  oil  and  greases  and  lubricating 
greases;  and  oil  emulsions;  all  in  con¬ 
tainers;  and  petroleum  and  petroleum 
products  as  described  in  appendix  xm 
to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor 
Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209,  except 
in  bulk,  and  related  advertising  material, 
from  points  in  McKean  County,  Pa.,  to 
points  in  New  Jersey  and  New  York. 
Note:  Applicant  states  no  duplicating 
authority  is  being  sought.  Applicant 
states  it  does  not  intend  to  tack,  and 
apparently  is  willing  to  limit  the  pro¬ 
posed  operation  to  local  service  if  war¬ 
ranted.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  request  it  be  held  at  Buffalo 
or  Rochester,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  106117  (Sub-No.  11) ,  filed  Jan¬ 
uary  23,  1969.  Applicant:  RUMPF 

TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  424  South  Maumee 
Street,  Tecumseh,  Mich.  49286.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Rex  Eames,  900 
Guardian  Building,  Detroit,  Mich.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common- 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
ties  (except  those  of  unusual  value, 
classes  A  and  B  explosives,  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  those  requiring 
special  equiponent),  to  serve  the  plant- 
site  of  Thetford  Engineering  Corp.,  at 
Dexter,  Mich.,  In  connection  with  the 
carrier  service  between  Ann  Arbor,  Mich., 
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and  Toledo,  Ohio.  Notb;  Applicant  states  No.  MC  110525  (Sub-No.  881)  (Amend-  Ohio  43215.  Authority  sought  to  operate 

service  is  contemplated  between  the  ment) ,  filed  October  10,  1968,  published  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle 

plantslte  and  applicant’s  authorized  In  the  Federal  Register  issue  of  Octo-  over  irregular  routes,  transporting;  (i) 

regular  routes  between  Ann  Arbor,  Mich.,  ber  31, 1968,  and  republished  as  amended  Such  commodities,  as  are  susceptible  of 

and  Toledo,  Ohio,  with  interchange  with  this  issue.  Applicant:  CHEMICAL  being  unloaded  by  dumping,  in  dump 
various  carriers  at  Toledo,  Ohio.  If  a  LEAMAN  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  520  East  trucks,  (a)  between  points  in  Athens 
hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant  Lancaster  Avenue,  Downingtown,  Pa.  Morgan,  and  Noble  Counties,  Ohio,  on 

requests  it  be  held  at  Detroit  or  Lansing,  19335.  Applicant’s  representatives;  Ed-  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 

Mich.  win  H.  van  Deusen  (same  address  as  in  Harrison,  Jackson,  Pleasants,  Wetzel 

No.  MC  106398  (Sub-No.  389),  filed  applicant)  and  Leonard  A.  Jackiewicz,  Wood,  Mason,  Roane,  Ritchie,  Calhoun 
February  10,  1969.  Applicant:  NA-  Madison  Building,  1155  15th  Street  Tyler,  Marshall,  Doddridge,  Wirt,  Gilmer 

TIONAL  TRAILER  CONVOY,  INC.,  1925  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20005.  Authority  and  Kanawha  Counties,  W.  Va.:'and  (b)’ 
National  Plaza,  ’Tulsa,  Okla.  74151.  Ap-  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  between  points  in  Washington  County 

plicant’s  representative;  Irvan  Tull  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  Ohio,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 

(same  address  as  applicant).  Authority  transporting :  Chemicals,  in  bulk,  in  tank  points  in  Kanawha  County,  W.  Va.  Note- 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  or  hopper  type  vehicles,  from  Memphis,  Applicant  states  it  presently  holds  au- 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  Tenn.,  to  points  in  Alabama,  Arkansas,  thority  to  transport  coal,  in  bulk,  in 
transporting;  Trailers  designed  to  be  Georgia,  Kentucky,  Louisiana,  Missis-  dump  trucks  from  Athens,  Morgan,  and 
drawn  by  passenger  automobiles,  in  sippi,  Texas,  Illinois  Missouri,  Wiscon-  Noble  Coimties,  Ohio,  to  Pleasants  and 
initial  movements,  (1)  from  points  in  sin,  and  Tennessee.  Note;  The  purpose  Wood  Counties,  W.  Va.,  and  to  this  de- 
Hamett  County,  N.C.,  to  points  in  the  of  ths  republication  is  to  refiect  the  ad-  degree,  the  instant  request  would  be  du- 
United  States  (except  Alaska  and  Ha-  ditional  destination  States  of  Missouri,  pUcative.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  neces-  1 
waii),and  (2)  from  points  in  Livingston  Wisconsin,  and  Tennessee.  If  a  hearing  sary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at 
Coimty,  Ill.,  to  points  in  the  United  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests  Columbus,  Ohio. 

States  (except  Alaska  and  Hawaii),  it  be  held  at  Cfiiicago,  Ill.,  or  Washing-  no.  MC  113362  (Sub-No.  157),  filed 

Note;  Common  control  and  dual  op-  ton,  D.C.  January  30,  1969.  Applicant;  ELLS- 

erations  may  be  involved.  Applicant  No.  MC  110525  (Sub-No.  894),  filed  WORTH  FREIGHT  LINES,  INC.,  310 
states  it  does  not  intend  to  tack,  ahd  January  27, 1969.  Applicant:  CHEMICAL  East  Broadway,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa  50533. 
apparently  is  willing  to  limit  the  pro-  LEAMAN  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  520  East  Applicant’s  representative;  Donald  L. 
posed  operation  to  local  service  if  war-  Lancaster  Avenue,  Downingtown,  Pa.  stem,  630  City  National  Bank  Building, 
ranted.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  19335.  Applicant’s  representatives;  Edwin  Omaha,  Nebr,  68102.  Authority  sought  to 

applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Wash-  H.  van  Deusen  (same  address  as  appli-  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 

ington,  D.C.  cant)  and  Leonard  A.  Jaskiewicz,  1155  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport- 

No.  MC  107515  (Sub-No.  639),  filed  15th  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  ing:  Meats,  meat  prodticts,  meat  by  prod- 
February  3,  1969.  Applicant:  REFRIG-  20005.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  nets,  and  articles  distributed  by  meat 
ERATED  ’TRANSPORT  CO.,  INC.,  Post  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  packinghouses,  as  described  in  sections 
Office  Box  10799,  Station  A,  Atlanta,  Cjra.  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Dry  a  and  C  of  appendix  I  to  the  report  in 
30310.  Applicant’s  representative;  B.  L.  cement,  except  in  bulk,  from  the  plant-  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certifi- 
Gimdlach  (same  address  as  above) .  Au-  site  of  the  Allentown  Portland  Cenient  cates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766  (except  hides 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  Co.,  at  or  near  Jersey  City,  N.J.,  to  points  and  commodities  in  bulk  in  tank  ve- 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  in  Connecticut.  Note:  Applicant  states  hides),  from  John  Morrell  &  Co.  plant- 
routes,  transporting :  Foodstuff ,  (except  It  does  not  intend  to  tack,  and  apparently  site  located  at  or  near  Ottumwa,  Iowa, 
in  bulk),  in  vehicles  equipped  with  is  willing  to  limit  the  proposed  opera-  to  points  in  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  Michi- 
mechanical  refrigeration,  from  Jackson-  tion  to  local  service  if  warranted.  Appli-  gan.  New  York,  Maryland,  District  of 
ville,  HI.,  to  points  in  Virginia,  North  cant  further  states  no  duplicating  au-  Columbia,  Massachusetts,  Connecticut, 
Carolina,  South  Carolina,  Georgia,  Ala-  thority  is  sought.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  Rhode  Island,  Maine,  New  Hampshire, 
bama,  Florida,  and  Tennessee  (except  necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held  Vermont,  West  Virginia,  Virginia,  New 
Memphis).  Note;  Applicant  states  that  at  Washington,  D.C.  Jersey,  and  Delaware.  Note:  If  a  hear- 

no  duplicating  authority  is  sought.  Ap-  No.  MC  113024  (Sub-No.  72) ,  filed  Feb-  ing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant  re¬ 
plicant  further  states  that  it  does  not  in-  ruary  12,  1969.  Applicant:  ARLINGTON  quests  it  be  held  at  Des  Moines,  Iowa, 
tend  to  tack,  and  apparently  is  willing  J.  WILLIAMS,  INC.,  Rural  Delivery  No.  or  Chicago,  HI. 

to  limit  the  proposed  operation  to  local  2,  South  Du  Pont  Highway,  Smyrna,  no.  MC  113855  (Sub-No.  190),  filed 
service  if  warranted.  If  a  hearing  is  Del.  19977.  Applicant’s  representative:  February  3,  1969.  Applicant:  INTER- 
deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests  it  Samuel  W.  Eamshaw,  833  Washington  na'TIONAL  ’TRANSPORT,  INC.,  South 
be  held  at  Dallas,  Tex.,  or  Atlanta,  Ga.  Building,  Washington,  D.C.  20005.  Au-  Highway  52,  Rochester,  Minn.  55901.  Ap- 
No.  MC  108053  (Sub-No.  84),  filed  thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  plicant’s  representative:  Alan  Foss,  502 
February  6,  1969.  Applicant:  LITTLE  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  pirst  National  Bank  Building,  Fargo, 
AUDREY’S  TRANSPORTATION  CO.,  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Clothing,  dry  n.  Dak.  58102.  Authority  sought  to 
INC.,  Post  Office  Box  129,  Fremont,  g<Mds,  drugs,  medicines,  toilet  prepara-  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
Nebr.  68025.  Applicant’s  representative:  tions,  toilet  articles,  diaper  liners,  dis-  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport- 
Carl  L.  Steiner,  39  South  La  Salle  Street,  play  stands,  and  materials  and  supplies  ing:  (1)  Agricultural  implements  and 
Chicago,  HI.  60603.  Authority  sought  to  (except  liquid  commodities  in  tank  ve-  machinery  (2)  tractors  (except  those 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  hides)  used  in  the  manufacture  of  sewn  with  vehicle  beds,  bed  frames,  or  fifth 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport-  and  latex  products,  including  packing  wheels) ,  including  lawn  or  garden  trac¬ 
ing:  Meats,  meat  products,  and  meat  and  packaging  materials  therefor,  be-  tors,  and  tractors,  and  tractor  excavat- 
byproducts,  and  articles  distributed  by  tween  Dover,  Del.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  ing,  grading,  or  loading  attachments, 
meat  packinghouses,  as  described  in  Ap-  on  the  other,  Dallas,  Tex.,  and  city  of  combined  (3)  attachments  and  acces- 
pendix  I  to  the  Report  in  Descriptions  in  Industry,  Calif.,  and  (2)  plastic  fillers  series  for,  and  equipment  designed  for 
Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  for  nursery  bottles,  from  Newark,  Ohio,  use  with,  the  foregoing  articles,  and 
and  766,  from  Liberal,  Kans.,  to  points  to  Dover,  Del.,  for  the  account  of  Inter-  (4)  twine,  from  West  Chicago,  HI.,  to 
in  Arizona,  California,  Colorado,  Idaho,  national  Playtex  Corp.,  Dover,  Del.  Note;  points  in  Arizona,  California,  Colorado, 
Montana,  Nevada,  New  Mexico,  Oregon,  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  appli-  Idaho,  Montana,  Nevada,  New  Mexico, 
Utah,  Washington,  and  Wyoming.  Note:  cant  requests  it  be  held  at  Washington,  Oregon,  Utah,  Washington, . and  Wyo- 
Applicant  states  it  does  not  intend  to  D.C.  ming,  and  also  to  points  on  the  inter¬ 

tack,  and  apparently  Is  willing  to  limit  No.  MC  113300  (Sub-No.  4),  filed  Feb-  national  boundary  line  between  the 
the  proposed  operation  to  local  service  ruary  3,  1969.  Applicant:  WILLIAM  T.  United  States  and  Canada  in  the  States 
if  warranted.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  HERRON,  Route  No.  3,  Marietta,  Ohio  of  Minnesota  and  North  Dakota.  Re¬ 
necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held  45750.  Applicant’s  representative:  Paul  F.  striction:  The  authority  herein  granted 
at  Omaha,  Nebr.  Beery,  88  East  Broad  Street,  Columbus,  shall  be  limited  to  traffic  originating  at 
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the  plantsites  of,  or  storage  ot  distribu¬ 
tion  facilities  used  by.  International 
Harvester  Co.  Note:  If  a  hearing  is 
deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests  It 
be  held  at  Chicago,  HI. 

No.  MC  114004  (Sub-No.  70) ,  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  7,  1969.  Applicant:  CHANDLER 
trailer  CXDNVOY,  INC.,  8828  New 
Benton  Highway,  Little  Rock,  Ark. 
72204.  Applicant’s  representative:  W.  G. 
Qiandler  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irreg¬ 
ular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Trailers 
designed  to  be  drawn  by  passenger  auto¬ 
mobiles,  and  (2)  buildings  in  sections 
mounted  on  wheeled  imdercarriages,  in 
initial  movements,  in  truckaway  service, 
from  points  in  Perry  and  Hempstead 
Counties,  Ark.,  to  points  in  the  United 
States  including  Alaska,  but  excluding 
Hawaii.  Note:  Applicant  states  it  does 
not  intend  to  tack,  and  apparently  is 
willing  to  limit  the  proposed  operation 
to  local  service  if  warranted.  If  a  hear¬ 
ing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant  re¬ 
quests  it  be  held  at  Little  Rock,  Ark. 

No.  MC  114829  (Sub-No.  5),  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  3,  1969.  Applicant:  GENERAL 
CARTAGE  COMPANY,  INC.,  Post  Office 
Box  417,  Sterling,  HI.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Charles  W.  Singer,  33  North 
Dearborn  Street,  Chicago,  HI.  60602.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Paper  and  paper 
products,  from  Rock  Island,  HI.,  to  points 
in  Wisconsin  and  Minnesota,  under  con¬ 
tract  with  Container  Corporation  of 
America.  Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed 
necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held 
at  Chicago,  HI. 

No.  MC  115841  (Sub-No.  342),  filed 
January  31,  1969.  Applicant:  COLONIAL 
REFRIGERATED  TRANSPORTATION, 
INC.,  1215  West  Bankhead  Highway,  Post 
Office  Box  2169,  Birmingham,  Ala.  35201. 
Applicant’s  representative:  C.  E.  Wesley 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Canned  and  bottled  food¬ 
stuffs,  from  Kokomo,  Ind.,  to  Memphis, 
Term.  Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  nec¬ 
essary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at 
Memphis,  or  Nashville,  Term.,  or  Chi¬ 
cago,  HI. 

No.  MC  117574  (Sub-No,  180),  filed 
February  3,  1969.  Applicant:  DAILY 
EXPRE^,  Post  Office  Box  39,  Carlisle, 
Pa.  17013.  Applicant’s  representative: 
E.  S.  Moore,  Jr.  (same  address  as  above) . 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Agri¬ 
cultural  implements  and  machinery;  (2) 
tractors  (except  those  with  vehicle  beds, 
bed  frames,  or  fifth  wheels),  including 
lawn  or  garden  tractors,  and  tractors, 
and  tractor  excavating,  grading,  or  load¬ 
ing  attachments,  combined;  (3)  attach¬ 
ments  and  accessories  for,  and  equip¬ 
ment  designed  for  use  with,  the  foregoing 
articles;  and  (4)  twine,  from  West  Chi¬ 
cago,  HI.,  to  points  in  Alabama,  Con- 
nwticut,  Delaware,  Florida,  Geor^a,  In¬ 
diana,  Kentucky,  Maine,  Maryland,  Mas¬ 
sachusetts,  Michigan,  Mississippi,  New 


Hampshire,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  North 
Carolina,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode 
Island,  South  Carolina,  Tennessee,  Ver¬ 
mont,  Virginia,  West  Virginia,  Wiscon¬ 
sin,  and  the  IMstrict  of  Columbia.  Re¬ 
striction:  The  authority  herein  sought 
shall  be  limited  to  traffic  originating  at 
the  plantsites  of,  or  storage  or  distribu¬ 
tion  facilities  used  by.  International 
Harvester  Co.  Note:  Common  control 
may  be  involved.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed 
necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held 
at  Chicago,  HI.,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  117815  (Sub-No.  141),  filed 
February  3,  1969.  Applicant:  PULLEY 
FREIGHT  LINES,  INC.,  405  Southeast 
20th  Street,  Des  Moines,  Iowa  50317.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  William  L. 
Fairbank,  610  Hubbell  Building,  Des 
Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregxUar  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  (1)  Meats,  meat  products,  meat 
byproducts,  and  articles  distributed  by 
meat  packinghouses  as  described  in 
sections  A  and  C  of  appendix  I  to  the 
report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766  (ex¬ 
cept  hides  and  commodities  in  bulk) ,  and 
foodstuffs,  (a)  from  the  plantsite  and 
storage  facilities  of  Geo.  A.  Hormel  & 
Co.  at  Austin,  Minn.,  to  points  in  Iowa, 
Hlinois,  Kansas,  Michigan,  Missouri, 
Nebraska,  and  OWo;  (b)  from  the  plant- 
site  and  storage  facilities  of  Geo.  A. 
Hormel  &  Co.  at  Fremont,  Nebr.,  to 
points  in  Hlinois,  Indiana,  Michigan, 
and  Ohio;  and  (c)  from  Fort  Dodge, 
Iowa,  to  points  hi  Hlinois,  Indiana,  Kan¬ 
sas,  Michigan,  Missouri,  and  Ohio,  and 
(2)  Meats,  meat  products,  meat  by¬ 
products  and  articles  distributed  by  meat 
packinghouses  as  described  in  sections 
A  and  C  of  appendix  I  to  the  report  in 
Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certifi¬ 
cates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766  (except 
hides  and  commodities  in  bialk),  from 
Des  Moines,  Iowa,  to  points  in  Indiana, 
Kansas,  Michigan,  Missouri,  Nebraska, 
and  Ohio.  Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed 
necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held 
at  Des  Moines.  Iowa. 

No.  MC  117834  (Sub-No.  5) ,  filed  Jan- 
uary  28,  1969.  Applicant:  WILLIAM  R. 
PINKER’TON,  doing  business  as  BILL 
PINKERTON,  Route  4,  Box  192  C,  Little 
Rock,  Ark.  72206.  Applicant’s  repre- 
sentive:  Donald  R.  Partney,  35  Glen- 
mere  Drive,  Little  Rock,  Ark.  72204.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  v^icle,  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting:  Bananas,  from 
New  Orleans,  La.,  Gulfport,  Miss.,  Mo¬ 
bile,  Ala.,  Houston  and  Galveston,  Tex., 
to  Little  Rock,  Aik.,  under  contract 
with  Gilman  &  Kosten  Co.,  Inc.,  of  Little 
Rock,  Ark.,  and  Comer  C.  Johnson. 
Note:  Applicant  now  holds  permits  for 
the  transportation  of  bananas  from  and 
to  the  above  points  for  the  Kroger  Co. 
The  instant  application  seeks  authority 
permitting  it  to  serve  Gilman  &  Kosten 
Co.,  Inc.,  Little  Rock,  Ark.,  from  all  alx)ve 
origins.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  neces¬ 
sary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at 
Little  Rock,  Ark. 

No.  MC  118159  (Sub-No.  62) ,  filed  Jan¬ 
uary  30,  1969.  Applicant:  EVERETT 


LOWRANCE,  INC.,  4916  Jefferson  High¬ 
way,  New  Orleans,  La.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  David  D.  Brunson,  Post  Of¬ 
fice  Box  671,  Oklahoma  City,  Okla.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Meat,  meat  prod¬ 
ucts,  and  meat  byproducts,  and  articles 
distributed  by  packinghouses  as  described 
in  sections  A  and  C  of  appendix  I  to 
Descriptions  of  Motor  Carrier  Certificates 
61  M.C.C.  209  and  766,  from  York,  Nebr., 
to  points  in  Arkansas,  Kentucky,  Ten¬ 
nessee,  North  Carolina,  South  Carolina, 
Georgia,  Florida,  Alabama,  Mississippi, 
Louisiana,  Texas,  Kansas,  and  Oklahoma. 
Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Oklahoma 
City,  Okla.,  New  Orleans,  La.,  or  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  118848  (Sub-No.  11)  (Correc¬ 
tion),  filed  January  29,  1969,  published 
Federal  Register  issue  of  February  14, 
1969,  and  republished  in  part,  as  cor¬ 
rected,  this  issue.  Applicant:  DOMENICO 
BUS  SERVICE,  INC.,  Box  47,  75  New 
Hook  Access  Road,  Bayonne,  N.J.  07002. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Charles  J. 
Williams,  47  Lincoln  Park,  Newark,  N.J. 
07102.  *  *  *  (2)  between  junction  Forest 
Avenue  and  Victory  Boulevard  and  junc¬ 
tion  Seneca  Street  and  Victory  Boule¬ 
vard,  Staten  Island,  N.Y,:  From  junction 
Forest  Avenue  and  Victory  Boulevard 
over  Victory  Boulevard  to  junction 
Cfiove  Road,  thence  over  Clove  Road  to 
junction  Niagara  Street,  thence  over 
Niagara  Street  to  junction  Seneca  Ave¬ 
nue,  thence  over  Seneca  Avenue  to  junc¬ 
tion  Victory  Boulevard,  and  return  over 
same  route,  serving  all  intermediate 
points  *  •  •  Note:  The  purpose  of  this 
partial  republlcatlon  is  to  redescribe 
route  (2)  in  the  authority  sought,  a  por¬ 
tion  of  which  was  inadvertently  omitted 
in  the  previous  publication.  The  rest  of 
the  application  remains  as  previously 
published. 

No.  MC  119641  (Sub-No.  78),  filed 
January  21,  1969.  Applicant:  RINGLE 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  450  South  Ninth  Street, 
also  Post  Offiise  Box  471,  Fowler,  Ind. 
47944.  Applicant’s  representative:  Robert 
C.  Smith,  620  Hlinois  Building,  Indian¬ 
apolis,  Ind.  46204.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  (1)  Agricultural  implements 
and  farm  machinery;  (2)  industrial, 
construction,  excavating  and  material 
handling  equipment;  (3)  attachments 
for  the  commodities  described  in  (1) 
and  (2)  above;  and  (4)  parts  of  the 
commodities  described  in  (1),  (2),  and 
(3)  above  when  moving  in  mixed  loads 
with  such  commodities,  from  Des  Moines, 
Iowa,  to  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  Alaska  and  Hawaii).  Note:  Ap¬ 
plicant  states  it  does  not  intend  to  tack, 
and  apparently  is  willing  to  limit  the 
proposed  operation  to  local  service  if 
warranted.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  neces¬ 
sary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at 
Detroit,  Mich.,  or  Chicago,  HI. 

No.  MC  123819  (Sub-No.  24),  filed 
February  3,  1969.  Applicant:  ACE 

FREIGHT  LINE,  INC.,  261  East  Webster, 
Memphis,  Tenn.  38102.  Applicant’s 
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representative:  Bill  R.  Davis,  Suite  1600 
First  Federal  Building,  Atlanta,  Ga. 
30303.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Burlap 
and  bags,  from  New  Orleans,  La.,  to 
{>oints  in  Georgia  and  Florida.  Note:  If 
a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  New  Orleans,  La. 

No.  MC  124078  (Sub-No.  359),  filed 
February  2,  1969.  Applicant:  SCHWER- 
MAN  TRUCKING  CO.,  a  corporation, 
611  South  28th  Street,  Milwaukee,  Wis. 
53246.  Applicant’s  representative:  James 
R.  Ziperski  (same  address  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
animal  food  and  liquid  animal  feed 
supplements,  in  bulk,  from  Bainbridge, 
Ga.,  to  points  in  Alabama,  Florida, 
Georgia,  South  Carolina,  and  Tennessee. 
Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Atlanta, 
Ga. 

No.  MC  127478  (Sub-No.  3),  filed  Jan¬ 
uary  31,  1969.  Applicant:  WILLIAM  M. 
HAYES,  doing  business  as  HAYES 
TRUCKING  CO.,  Post  Office  Box  31, 
Winterville,  Ga.  30683.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Ariel  V.  Conlin,  626  Fulton 
National  Bank  Building,  Atlanta,  Ga. 
30303.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Beer,  (1) 
.from  Atlanta,  Ga.,  to  New  Orleans,  La.; 
(2)  from  New  Orleans,  La.,  to  Athens, 
Ga.;  and  (3)  from  Evansville,  Ind.,  to 
New  Orleans,  La.  Note:  If  a  hearing  is 
deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests  it 
be  held  at  Atlanta,  Ga.,  or  Washington, 
D.C. 

No.  MC  127505  (Sub-No.  21),  filed 
February  2,  1969.  Applicant:  RALPH  H. 
BOELK,  doing  business  as  R.  H.  BOELK 
TRUCK  LINES,  1201  14th  Avenue, 
Mendota,  HI.  61342.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Ralph  H.  Boelk  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  (1)  Radios,  phonographs,  or 
talking  machines,  in  containers,  from 
Decatur,  HI.,  to  Chicago,  HI.,  and  (2) 
radio,  phonograph  or  talking  machine 
parts  in  containers,  from  Chicago,  HI., 
and  Tell  City,  Ind.,  to  Decatur,  HI.  Note: 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago,  HI. 

No.  MC  127994  (Sub-No.  4) ,  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  7,  1969.  Applicant:  JOHN  HAN¬ 
LEY,  54  Kuhn  Drive,  Saddle  Brook,  N.J. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Morton  E. 
Kiel,  140  Cedar  Street,  New  York,  N.Y. 
10006.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Plastic 
cushioning  material,  from  Chicago,  HI., 
to  points  in  Wisconsin,  Minnesota,  Iowa, 
Hlinois,  Indiana,  Missoiiri,  Kentucky, 
Michigan,  and  Ohio,  and  returned  ship¬ 
ments,  on  return,  under  contract  with 
Sealed  Air  Corp.  Note:  If  a  hearing  is 
deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests  it 
be  held  at  New  York,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  129135  (Sub-No.  8),  filed 
February  3,  1968.  Applicant:  KATUIN 
BROS.  INC.,  102  Terminal  Street,  Dubu¬ 


que,  Iowa  51001.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Allan  Katuin  (same  address  as  ap¬ 
plicant)  .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Sand  andlor  gravel,  in  bulk,  from  a  point 
approximately  2  miles  south  of  East  Du¬ 
buque,  HI.,  to  points  in  Iowa,  under  con¬ 
tract  with  Dubuque  Sand  and  Gravel 
Co.,  (2)  foundry  sand,  in  bulk,  from 
Oregon,  HI.,  to  Dubuque,  Iowa,  under 
contract  with  the  A  Y  McDonald  Manu¬ 
facturing  Co.,  (3)  sand,  in  bags  and/or 
in  bulk,  from  Oregon,  HI.,  to  points  in 
Dubuque  County,  Iowa,  under  contract 
with  Meyer  Bros.  Painting,  (4)  sand,  in 
bulk,  from  a  point  approximately  2  miles 
south  of  Elast  Dubuque,  HI.,  to  Gutten- 
berg,  Iowa,  imder  contract  with  the 
Molo  Sand  and  Gravel  Co.,  (5)  ice.  wet, 
frozen,  in  blocks  and/or  in  bags,  from 
Dubuque,  Iowa,  to  points  in  Hlinois, 
Minnesota,  and  Wisconsin,  under  con¬ 
tract  with  the  Mulgrew  Oil  Co.,  and  (6) 
used  foundry  sand,  having  value  for 
metal  reclamation  purposes,  from  Du¬ 
buque,  Iowa,  to  Trevor,  Wis.,  in  bulk 
shipments  only,  under  contract  with 
Salvage  Service  Corp.  Note:  If  a  hearing 
is  deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests 
it  be  held  at  Dubuque,  Iowa,  Madison, 
Wis.,  or  Des  Moines,  Iowa. 

No.  MC  129996  (Sub-No.  1).  filed  Jan¬ 
uary  31,  1969.  AppUcant:  SPECIALTY 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  Spirit  Lake,  Iowa 
51360.  Applicant’s  representative:  Val  M. 
Higgins,  1000  First  National  Bank  Build¬ 
ing,  Minneapolis,  Minn.  55402.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Canned,  bottled,  and  pack¬ 
aged  food  products,  exc^t  frozen  foods, 
from  points  in  New  York,  New  Jersey, 
Pennsylvania,  and  Massachusetts,  to  St. 
Paul,  Minn.,  imder  contract  with  Gour¬ 
met  Foods,  Inc.  Note:  If  a  hearing  is 
deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests  it 
be  held  at  Minneapolis,  Minn. 

No.  MC  133052  (Sub-No.  1)  (Amend¬ 
ment)  ,  filed  December  14, 1968,  published 
Federal  Register,  issue  of  October  31, 
1968,  and  republished  as  amended  this 
issue.  Applicant:  THE  T  &  W  ’TRUCK¬ 
ING  CO.,  a  corporation,  18  Van  Ness 
Place,  Newark,  N.J.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Edward  F.  Bowes,  744  Broad 
Street,  Newark,  N.J.  07102.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Swimming  pools, 
knocked  down,  and  swimming  pool  sup¬ 
plies  and  materials,  in  cartons,  from 
Robbinsvllle  (Mercer  County),  N.J.,  to 
points  in  Albany,  Renssalaer,  Schenec¬ 
tady,  Saratoga,  Washington,  Broome, 
Onandaga,  and  Chemung  Counties,  N.Y., 
points  in  Pennsylvania  on  and  east  of 
U.S.  Highway  15,  points  in  Connecticut 
on  and  east  of  U.S.  Highway  5,  points  in 
Baltimore  Coimty,  and  Baltimore,  Md., 
Washington,  D.C„  and  points  in  Fairfax 
and  Prince  George  Counties,  Va.,  under 
contract  with  Richards  Centers,  Inc.,  (2) 
rugs  and  carpets,  (a)  from  New  York, 
N.Y.,  to  Newark,  N.J.,  under  contract 
with  Carpet  Linoleum  Service,  Inc.,  and 
(b)  from  Springfield,  N.J.,  to  points  in 
Rockland  and  Orange  Counties,  N.Y.,  un¬ 


der  contract  with  Sandler  and  Worth. 
Note  :  The  purpose  of  this  republicatioii 
is  to  show  that  shipper  has  moved  Its 
facilities  to  Robbinsvllle,  N.J.,  in  lieu  of 
Newark,  N.J.,  and  the  application  has 
been  amended  to  include  Baltimore,  Md. 
Applicant’s  verified  statements  in  sup¬ 
port  of  the  application,  as  amended,  have 
been  received.  Following  the  30  days  from 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register,  new 
dates  for  filing  protestant’s  verified 
statements  will  be  set.  Those  parties  who 
have  already  filed  protests  will  still  be 
considered  as  protestants  and  need  not 
file  new  protests. 

No.  MC  133053  (Sub-No.  1),  filed  Jan¬ 
uary  28,  1969.  Applicant:  FRANCIS 
MANGIARDI,  1001  Peck’s  Road,  Pitts¬ 
field,  Mass.  01201.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  James  J.  Scullary,  28  North  Street, 
Pittsfield,  Mass.  01201.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Fuel  oil  and  gasoline,  from  Albany, 
N.Y.,  to  Pittsfield,  Mass.  Note  :  If  a  hear¬ 
ing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant  re¬ 
quests  it  be  held  at  Pittsfield  or  Spring- 
field,  Mass.,  or  Albany,  N.Y.,  or  Hart¬ 
ford,  Conn. 

No.  MC  133241  (Sub-No.  1),  filed  Jan- 
uary  30,  1969.  Applicant:  WREN  LINE 
INC.,  39  North  Broadway,  Tarrytown, 
N.Y.  Applicant’s  representative:  William 
J.  Augello,  Jr.,  36  West  44th  Street,  New 
York,  N.Y.  10036.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Common  fill,  in  bulk,  in  dump  vehi¬ 
cles,  between  Orange,  Rockland,  and 
Westchester  Counties,  N.Y.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  Bergen,  Essex, 
Hudson,  Passaic,  Somerset,  and  Union 
Counties,  N.J.  Note:  Applicant  states  it 
does  not  intend  to  tack,  and  apparently 
is  willing  to  limit  the  proposed  operation 
to  local  service  if  warranted.  If  a  hearing 
is  deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests 
it  be  held  at  New  York,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  133250  (Sub-No.  2)  (Correc¬ 
tion),  filed  January  21,  1969,  published 
Federal  Register  issue  February  7,  1969, 
and  republished  this  issue.  Applicant: 
UNITED  AGRICULTURAL  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION  ASSOCIATION  OP 
AMERICA  MARKETING  CO-OP,  a  cor¬ 
poration,  Post  Office  Box  541,  Lyriwood, 
Calif.  90262.  Applicant’s  representatives: 
Laurence  A.  Short,  1824  R  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20009  and  J.  Donald 
Kenny,  901  Alcoa  Building,  1  Maritime 
Plaza,  San  Francisco,  Calif.  94111.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  General  commodi¬ 
ties  (except  household  goods  as  defined 
by  the  Commission,  commodities  in  bulk, 
articles  of  unusual  value,  commodities 
requiring  special  equipment,  and  classes 
A  and  B  explosives),  (a)  between  points 
in  California,  Oregon,  Washington,  Utah, 
Arizona,  and  Nevadk  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Texas,  Iowa, 
Hlinois,  Indiana,  Michigan,  Ohio,  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  New  York,  New  Jersey,  Virginia, 
Kentucky,  Tennessee,  and  Georgia,  and 
(b)  between  points  in  California  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Washington.  Restriction:  Restricted  to 
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trafiBc  moving  on  Government  bills  of 
lading.  Note;  The  purpose  of  this  repub¬ 
lication  is  to  add  the  above  restriction 
which  was  previously  omitted  from  the 
publication.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  nec¬ 
essary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at 
Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  133252  (Sub-No.  2) ,  filed  Janu¬ 
ary  21,  1969.  Applicant;  MIDWEST 
growers  cooperative  CORPO¬ 
RATION,  7236  East  Slauson  Avenue,  Los 
Angeles,  Calif.  90022.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentatives;  Laurence  A.  Short,  1824  R 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20009  and 
j.  Donald  Kenny,  930  Alcoa  Building,  1 
Maritime  Plaza,  San  Francisco,  Calif. 
94111.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  ove? 
irregular  routes,  transporting;  General 
commodities  (except  those  of  unusual 
value,  classes  A  and  B  explosives,  house¬ 
hold  goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  those  requiring 
special  equipment),  between  points  in 
Arizona,  California,  Nevada,  Oregon, 
Utah,  and  Washington,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Georgia, 
Illinois,  Indiana,  Kentucky,  Michigan, 
New  Jersey,  New  York,  North  Carolina, 
Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  Tennessee,  and 
Virginia.  Note;  If  a  hearing  is  deemed 
necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held 
at  Washington,  D.C, 

No.  MC  133377  (Sub-No.  2)  (Amend¬ 
ment),  filed  January  6,  1969,  published 
in  Federal  Register  issue  of  January  30, 
1969,  amended  February  12, 1969,  and  re¬ 
published  as  amended  this  issue.  Appli¬ 
cant;  COMMERCIAL  SERVICES,  INC., 
Lakeside,  Iowa  50588.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative;  William  A.  Landau,  1451  East 
Grand  Avenue,  Des  Moines,  Iowa  50306. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting;  Meats,  meat  prod¬ 
ucts,  meat  byproducts,  articles  distribut¬ 
ed  by  meat  packinghouses  and  commod¬ 
ities  used  by  meat  packers,  as  described 
in  sections  A,  C,  and  D  of  appendix  I 
to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor 
Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and 
766  (except  hides  and  commodities  in 
bulk),  and  Foodstuffs  when  transported 
in  mixed  shipments  with  the  commodities 
named  above,  (1)  from  Fort  Dodge, 
Iowa,  to  points  in  Iowa  and  Missouri,  and 
(2)  between  Fremont,  Nebr.;  Fort  Dodge, 
Iowa;  Austin  and  Owatonna,  Minn.  Re¬ 
striction;  Service  in  parts  (1)  and  (2) 
above  is  restricted  to  traflBc  originating 
at  the  plantsite  and/or  warehouse  facili¬ 
ties  of  the  Geo.  A.  Hormel  &  Co.,  and 
destined  to  the  points  and  States  speci¬ 
fied.  Note;  The  purpose  of  this  republica¬ 
tion  is  to  include  articles  described  in  sec¬ 
tion  D  of  appendix  I  to  the  report  in 
Descriptions  case  and  also  include  food¬ 
stuffs,  when  in  mixed  shipments  with  the 
other  articles  sought  to  be  transported. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  Des  Moines, 
Iowa. 

No.  MC  133400,  filed  January  9,  1969. 
AppUcant;  EARL  W.  BURGESS,  Court- 
land,  Va.  23837.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive;  Jno.  C.  Goddin,  Post  Ofidce  Box  1636, 
Richmond,  Va.  23213.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 


vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing;  Clay  products,  which  because  of 
size,  weight,  and  method  of  packing  re¬ 
quire  the  use  of  special  equipment  in 
loading  and  unloading,  from  Richmond, 
Va.,  to  the  District  of  Columbia,  Balti¬ 
more,  Md.,  and  points  in  Montgomery, 
Howard,  Carroll,  Frederick,  Baltimore, 
Hartford,  Anne  Arundel,  Prince  Georges, 
Charles,  St.  Mary’s,  Calvert,  Somerset, 
and  Worcester  Coimties,  Md.  Note;  If  a 
hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Washington,  D.C., 
or  Richmond,  Va. 

No.  MC  133431  (Sub-No.  1),  filed 
January  21,  1969.  Applicant;  WATER¬ 
FRONT  TRANSFER  CORP.,  711  Second 
Street,  Hoboken,  N.J.  07030.  Applicant’s 
representative;  George  A.  Olsen,  69  Ton- 
nele  Avenue,  Jersey  City,  N.J.  07306.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting;  General  commodi¬ 
ties,  between  points  in  New  York,  N.Y., 
commercial  zone  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission.  Note;  Applicant  states  it  does 
not  intend  to  tack,  and  apparently  is 
willing  to  limit  the  proposed  operation 
to  local  service  if  warranted.  If  a  hearing 
is  deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests 
it  be  held  at  Washington,  D.C.,  or  New 
York,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  133449,  filed  January  24,  1969. 
Applicant;  CLAUDE  W.  CONCELMAN, 
Route  1,  Box  45-A,  Erie,  Colo.  80516.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative;  Kenuff  D.  Wol¬ 
ford,  946  Metropolitan  Building,  Denver, 
Colo.  80802.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting; 
Camper  coaches  and  camper  bodies  de¬ 
signed  to  be  installed  on  pickup  trucks, 
with  or  without  equipment,  fixtures,  or 
appliances,  from  points  in  Colorado  to 
points  in  Arizona,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Minne¬ 
sota,  Missouri,  Montana,  Nebraska,  New 
Mexico,  Oklahoma,  Texas,  Utah,  and  Wy¬ 
oming.  Note;  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  nec¬ 
essary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at 
Denver,  <3olo. 

Application  of  Freight  Forwarders 

No.  FF-362  (Amendment) ,  TRANS- 
AMERICAN  WORLD  TRANSIT,  INC., 
FREIGHT  FORWARDER  APPUCA- 
’TION,  filed  December  13, 1968,  published 
Federal  Register,  issue  of  December  28, 
1968,  and  republished  as  amended  this 
issue.  Applicant;  'TRANS-AMERICAN 
WORLD  TRANSIT,  INC.,  7540  South 
Western  Avenue,  Chicago,  HI.  60620.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative;  J.  ElUott  Bunce, 
1111  E  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20004.  Authority  sought  under  Part  TV 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act  as  a 
freight  forwarder  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  through  the  use  of  facilities  of 
common  carriers  by  railroad,  express, 
water,  air,  and  motor  vehicle  in  the 
transportation  of  household  goods,  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  new  furniture, 
personal  effects  and  baggage,  used  auto¬ 
mobiles  and  display  automobiles,  new 
and  used,  typewriters,  golf  cars,  musical 
instruments,  pianos  and  organs,  antiques 
and  objects  of  art,  between  points  in  the 
United  States:  Note:  The  purpose  of  this 
republication  is  to  show  that  the  applica¬ 


tion  has  been  amended  to  seek  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  household  goods,  as  defined 
by  the  Commission,  in  lieu  of  used  house¬ 
hold  goods  as  previously  published. 

No.  FF-365  FORD  PAK,  INC.,  Freight 
Forwarder  Application,  filed  February  7, 
1969.  Applicant:  FORD  PAK,  INC.,  2003 
Seaboard,  Midland,  Tex.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Robert  J.  Clallagher,  111 
State  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02109.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  under  section  410,  Part  TV 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act  for  a  per¬ 
mit  authorizing  applicant  to  institute  op¬ 
erations  as  a  freight  forwarder  in  inter¬ 
state  or  foreign  commerce  in  the  for¬ 
warding  of  household  goods,  as  defined 
by  the  Commission,  between  points  in  the 
United  States,  including  Alaska  and 
Hawaii. 

Applications  for  Brokerage  License 

No.  MC  130062  (Sub-No.  1)  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  3,  1969.  Applicant:  SUNDOWNER 
'TRAVEL,  INC.,  92  Middle  Neck  Road, 
Great  Neck,  N.Y.  11021.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Samuel  B.  Zinder,  Station 
Plaza  East,  Great  Neck,  N.Y.  11021.  For 
a  license  (BMC  4)  to  engage  in  opera¬ 
tions  as  a  broker  at  Great  Neck,  N.Y.,  in 
arranging  for  transportation  by  motor 
vehicle  in  interstate  and  foreign  com¬ 
merce,  of  passengers  and  their  baggage, 
restricted  to  students  accompanied  by 
tour  directors  or  chaperones  and  their 
baggage  in  all  expense  tours,  beginning 
at  Denver,  Colo.;  Seattle,  Wash.;  San 
Francisco,  Calif.;  Dallas,  Tex.;  Los 
Angeles,  Calif.;  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah; 
New  York,  N.Y.;  and  Chicago,  HI.;  and 
extending  to  all  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  Hawaii) .  Restriction:  ’The 
transportation  authorized  is  subject  to 
the  prior  movement  by  interstate  air 
commerce  or  interstate  railroad  of  the 
passengers  and  their  baggage  to  the 
points  of  origin  named  above. 

No.  MC  130076  (Amendment),  filed 
December  30,  1968,  published  Federal 
Register  issue  of  January  30,  1969, 
amended  February  5,  1969,  and  repub¬ 
lished  as  amended  this  Issue.  Applicant: 
DELPHI  TEEN  ’TOURS,  INC.,  57-11 
224th  Street,  Bayside,  N.Y.  11364.  Ajipli- 
cant’s  representative:  Robert  E.  Gold¬ 
stein,  8  West  40th  Street,  New  York,  N.Y. 
10018.  For  a  license  (BMC  5)  to  engage 
in  operations  as  a  broker  at  Bayside, 
N.Y.,  in  arranging  for  transportation  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce  of  pas¬ 
sengers  and  their  baggage,  both  as  in¬ 
dividuals  and  in  groups,  in  round  trip  all 
expanse  sightseeing  and  pleasure  tours, 
restricted  to  students  accompanied  by 
tour  directors,  supervisors,  or  chaper¬ 
ones,  (a)  beginning  and  ending  at  New 
York,  N.Y.,  and  extending  to  points  in 
the  United  States  (except  points  in 
Alaska,  Connecticut,  Delaware,  Hawaii, 
Maryland,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  Virginia,  and  the  District  of 
Columbia) ,  and  (b)  from  Denver,  Colo., 
extending  to  points  in  the  United  States, 
restricted  to  the  transportation  of  pas¬ 
sengers  and  their  baggage  who,  as  mem¬ 
bers  of  ,a  charter  group,  have  had  an 
immediate  prior  movement  by  air  from 
New  York,  N.Y.  ’The  purpose  of  this  re- 
publication  is  to  more  clearly  set  forth 
the  proposed  operation  sought. 
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Applications  in  Which  Handling  With¬ 
out  Oral  Hearing  Has  Been  Requested 

No.  MC  129587  (Sub-No.  2),  ffled 
January  24,  1969.  Applioent:  RONAUD 
ROSSANA,  doing  business  as  R.  ROSS- 
ANA  VAN  LINES,  141  Main  Street, 
Northport,  N.Y.  11768.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  William  J.  Augello,  Jr.,  36 
West  44th  Street,  New  York,  N.Y,  10036. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irreg¬ 
ular  routes,  transporting:  Loudspeaker 
cabinets,  in  cartons,  from  Farmingdale, 
N.Y.,  to  Smithfield,  N.C. 

No.  MC  1200  (Sub-No.  10),  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  3,  1969.  Aw>licant:  RHODE 

ISLAND  BUS  CORP.,  375  Promenade 
Street.  Providence,  R.I.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  John  R.  Sims,  Jr.,  711  14th 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20005.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  opjerate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular 
routes,  transporting:  Passengers  and 
their  baggage  in  the  same  vehicle  with 
passengers,  during  the  authorized  racing 
season  of  Lincoln  Race  Track,  at  Lincoln, 
R.I.,  between  Boston,  Mass.,  and  Lincoln 
Race  Track,  at  Lincoln,  R.I.,  from  Boston 
over  UB.  Highway  1  to  junction  Massa¬ 
chusetts  Highway  128,  thence  over  Mas¬ 
sachusetts  Highway  128,  to  junction 
Interstate  Highway  95.  thence  over  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  95  to  junction  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  295,  thence  over  Interstate 
Highway  295  to  junction  Rhode  Island 
Highway  146,  thence  over  Rhode  Island 
Highway  146  to  Lincoln  Race  'Track  at 
Lincoln,  R.I.,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  serving  no  intermediate  points  as 
an  alternate  route  for  operating  con¬ 
venience  only,  in  connection  with  appli¬ 
cant’s  regular  route  oi)erations,  restricted 
to  the  transpwrtation  of  traffic  moving 
between  Boston,  Mass.,  and  Lincoln  Race 
Track,  at  Lincoln,  R.L 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  H.  Neil  Garson, 

Secretary. 

[PH.  Doc.  69-2323;  Plied,  Peb.  26.  1969; 

8:46  B.m.] 


[NoUce  3(X>] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 

February  20,  1969. 

Synoi>ses  of  orders  entered  pursuant 
to  section  212(b)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act,  and  rules  and  regulations 
prescribed  thereunder  (49  CFR  Part 
1132),  appear  below: 

As  provided  in  the  Commission’s 
special  rules  of  practice  any  interested 
I)erson  may  file  a  petition  seeking  recon¬ 
sideration  of  the  following  numbered 
proceedings  within  20  days  from  the  date 
of  publication  of  this  notice.  Pursuant 
to  section  17(8)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act,  the  filing  of  such  a  petition 
will  ix>stpone  the  effective  date  of  the 
order  in  that  proceeding  pending  its  dis¬ 
position.  ’The  matters  relied  uptm  by  pe¬ 
titioners  must  be  specified  in  their  peti¬ 
tions  with  particularity. 


No.  MC-PC-70613.  By  order  of  Febru¬ 
ary  12,  1969,  the  Motor  Carrier  Board 
approved  the  transfer  to  Ambum  Freight 
Line,  Inc.,  Eldora,  Iowa,  of  certificate  of 
registration  No.  MC-22968  (Sub-No.  2), 
issued  April  15,  1965,  to  Severaid  Motor 
Freight,  Inc.,  Story  City,  Iowa,  author¬ 
izing  transportation  in  interstate  or  for¬ 
eign  commerce  pursuant  to  certificate 
of  convenience  and  necessity  No.  617, 
embraced  in  the  order  of  the  Iowa  State 
Commerce  Commission  effective  August 
17,  1953,  as  restricted.  William  N. 
Dunn,  Eldora,  Iowa  50627,  attorney  for 
applicants. 

No.  MC-FC-71023.  By  order  of  Febru¬ 
ary  12,  1969,  the  Motor  Carrier  Board 
approved  the  transfer  to  Larsen  Equip¬ 
ment  Co.,  a  corporation,  1015  West  1700 
South,  Salt  Lake  CTity,  Utah  84101,  of 
the  operating  rights  in  certificate  No. 
MC-i24006  issued  October  1,  1968,  to 
Diamond  Reo  Utah,  Inc.,  doing  business 
as  Diamond  Reo  Utah,  Inc.,  1045  South 
Main  Street.  Salt  Lake  City.  Utah  84111, 
authorizing  the  transportation  of 
wrecked  and  disabled  commercial  vehi¬ 
cles,  by  use  of  wrecker  equipment  only, 
between  points  in  Utah,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Arizona, 
California,  Colorado,  Idaho,  Nevada, 
New  Mexico,  Utah,  and  Wyoming. 

No.  MC-FC-71024.  By  order  of  Febru¬ 
ary  12,  1969,  the  Motor  Carrier  Board 
approved  the  transfer  to  J.  Vincent 
Murphy  Moving  &  Storage,  Inc.,  Dun¬ 
stable,  Mass.,  of  certificate  No.  MC- 
84490,  issued  February  21,  1956,  to  J. 
Vincent  Murphy,  Dunstable,  Mass.,  au¬ 
thorizing  the  transportation  of  house¬ 
hold  goods  between  Lowell,  Mass.,  and 
points  in  Massachusetts  and  New  Hamp¬ 
shire  within  10  miles  of  Lowell,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Maine,  New  Hampshire,  Vermont,  Rhode 
Island,  and  Connecticut,  and  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission 
between  Lowell,  Mass.,  and  points  in 
Massachusetts  within  10  miles  of  Lowell, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  New  York,  New  Jersey,  and  Pennsyl¬ 
vania.  Kenneth  B.  Williams,  111  State 
Street,  Bostcm,  Mass.  02109,  attorney  for 
applicants. 

No.  MC-PC-71058.  By  order  of  Febru¬ 
ary  12,  1969,  the  Motor  Carrier  Board 
approved  the  transfer  to  Allen  Transfer 
Co.,  Inc.,  Dillwyn,  Va.  23936,  of  certifi¬ 
cate  No.  MC-24999,  issued  November  29, 
1961,  to  Reppert  Investment  Co.,  Inc., 
1301  Grand  Street,  Des  Moines,  Iowa 
50309,  authorizing  the  transportation  of: 
General  commodities,  with  usual  excep¬ 
tions,  between  points  within  5  miles  of 
Des  Moines,  Iowa,  including  Des  Moines; 
and  household  goods  between  Des 
Moines,  Iowa,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  Nebraska,  Illinois, 
and  Minnesota;  and  household  goods  be¬ 
tween  Marshalltown,  Iowa,  and  points  in 
Iowa  within  100  miles  of  Marshalltown, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  Missouri,  Kansas,  and  Oklahoma. 

No.  MC-FC-71116.  By  order  of  Febru¬ 
ary  12, 1969,  the  Motor  Carrier  Bocu^  ap¬ 
proved  the  transfer  to  Idaho  Packers 
Express,  Inc.,  Boise,  Idaho,  of  the  cer¬ 
tificate  in  No.  MC-127309  (Sub-No.  1), 


Issued  J  ne  1, 1967,  to  Leo  E.  ’Thompson 
doing  business  as  Idaho  Packers  Express, 
Boise,  Idaho,  authorizing  the  transporta¬ 
tion  of  meats,  meat  products,  and  meat 
byproducts  and  articles  distributed  by 
meat  packinghouses,  as  described  by  the 
Commission,  from  the  plantsite  of 
Stockmen’s  Meat  Packing  Corp.,  at  or 
near  Gooding,  Idaho,  to  points  in 
Utah,  Nevada,  Arizona,  Oregon,  Wash¬ 
ington,  Texas,  Colorado,  Iowa,  Illinois, 
Pennsylvania,  New  Jersey,  New  York’, 
Massachusetts,  and  those  in  that  part 
of  California  lying  on  and  north  of 
a  line  beginning  at  Fort  Bragg,  Calif., 
and  extending  along  California  Highway 
20  to  jimction  U.S.  Highway  40,  thence  i 
along  U.S.  Highway  40  to  the  Califomia- 
Nevada  State  line.  Harry  D.  Pugsley,  400 
El  Paso  Gas  Building,  Salt  Lake  City, 
Utah  84111,  attorney  for  applicant. 

[seal]  H.  Neil  Garson, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  69-2321;  PUed,  Peb.  25,  1989; 

8:48  am.] 

tNotlce300  A] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 

February  20,  1969. 

Synopses  of  orders  entered  pursuant 
to  section  212(b)  of  ^e  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act,  and  rules  and  regulations  pre¬ 
scribed  thereunder  (49  CFR  Part  1132), 
appear  below; 

As  provided  in  the  Commission’s  gen¬ 
eral  rules  of  practice  any  interested  per¬ 
son  may  file  a  petition  seeking  recon¬ 
sideration  of  the  following  numbered 
proceedings  within  30  days  from  the  date 
of  service  of  the  order.  Pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  17(8)  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Act,  the  filing  of  such  a  petition  will 
postpone  the  effective  date  of  the  order 
in  that  proceeding  pending  its  disposi¬ 
tion.  ’The  matters  relied  upon  by  peti¬ 
tioners  must  be  specified  in  their  peti¬ 
tions  with  particularity. 

No.  MC-FC-70617.  By  order  of  Janu¬ 
ary  22,  1969,  Division  3,  acting  as  an 
Appellate  Division,  approved  the  trans¬ 
fer  to  Pack  Transport,  Inc.,  Idaho  Falls, 
Idaho.,  of  a  portion  of  certificate  No. 
MC-65285,  is^ed  September  25,  1958, 
to  Hilmer  Lindburg  and  L.  D.  Lindburg, 
a  partnership,  doing  business  as  Lind¬ 
burg  Truck  Line,  Mackay,  Idaho  83251, 
authorizing  the  transportation  of:  Gen¬ 
eral  commodities,  excluding  household 
goods,  commodities  in  bulk,  and  other 
specified  commodities,  over  regular 
routes,  between  Pocatello,  Idaho,  and 
Stanley,  Idaho,  serving  specified  inter¬ 
mediate  and  off-route  points;  and  salt, 
from  Magna,  Utah,  and  points  within  5 
miles  thereof,  to  Mackay,  Idaho,  and 
points  within  Idaho  within  100  miles 
thereof.  Max  D.  Eliason,  3015  Bonnie 
Brae  Avenue,  Post  Office  Box  2602,  Salt 
Lake  City,  Utah  84110,  attorney  for 
transferee. 

[SEAL]  H.  Neil  Garson, 

Secretary. 

[PJt.  Doc.  69-2322;  Piled,  Feb.  26,  I960; 

8:40  am.] 
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[Notice  301] 

motor  carrier  transfer 

PROCEEDINGS 

February  24, 1969. 

Synopses  of  orders  entered  pursuant 
to  section  212(b)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act,  and  rules  and  regulations  pre¬ 
scribed  thereunder  (49  CFR  Part  1132), 
appear  below : 

As  provided  in  the  Commission’s  spe¬ 
cial  rules  of  practice  any  interested  per¬ 
son  may  file  a  petition  seeking  reconsid¬ 
eration  of  the  following  numbered  pro¬ 
ceedings  within  20  days  from  the  date 
of  publication  of  this  notice.  Pursuant  to 
section  17(8)  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Act,  the  filing  of  such  a  petition  will  post¬ 
pone  the  effective  date  of  the  order  in 
that  proceeding  pending  its  disposition. 
The  matters  relied  upon  by  petitioners 
must  be  specified  in  their  petitions  with 
particularity. 

No.  MC-FC-70929.  By  order  of  Febru¬ 
ary  13,  1969,  the  Motor  Carrier  Board 
{^proved  the  transfer  to  Millstead  Van 
Lines,  Inc.,  122  Park  Avenue,  Bartlesville, 
Okla.  74003,  of  certificate  No.  MC-37203, 
Issued  July  24,  1967,  to  Stella  L.  Mill- 
stead,  doing  business  as  Millstead  Trans¬ 
fer  and  Storage,  122  Paris  Avenue,  Bart¬ 
lesville,  Okla.  74003,  authorizing  the 
transportation  of  household  goods,  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  between  Shaw¬ 
nee,  Okla.,  and  points  in  that  part  of 
Oklahoma,  Arkansas,  Kansas,  and  Texas 
within  150  miles  of  Shawnee,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Colo¬ 
rado,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kentucky, 
and  Nebraska;  between  Shawnee,  Okla., 
and  points  in  Oklahoma  within  150  miles 
of  Shawnee,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  Arkansas,  Kansas, 
and  New  Mexico;  between  points  in  Okla¬ 
homa  except  those  in  Oklehoma  Cormty, 
Okla.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Kansas;  between  points  in 
Oklahoma,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Missouri  and  Texas;  be¬ 
tween  points  in  McLean  Coimty,  m.,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Indiana,  Kentucky,  Maine,  Massachu¬ 
setts,  Michigan,  ^Ossouri,  New  Jersey, 
New  York,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode 
Island,  Tennessee,  and  West  Virginia,  be¬ 
tween  Tulsa,  Okla.,  and  points  in  Okla¬ 
homa  within  80  miles  of  "Tulsa,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Mon¬ 
tana,  and  Wyoming,  and  between  Coffey- 
vUle,  Kans.,  and  points  in  within  25  miles 
thereof,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Kansas,  Missouri,  and 
Oklahoma. 


transported  in  dump  trucks  and  can  be 
imloaded  by  dumping,  between  points  in 
Clatsop,  Columbia,  Multnomah,  Hood 
River,  Wasco,  Sherman,  Gilliam,  Mor¬ 
row,  and  Umatilla  Counties,  Oreg.,  and 
Pacific,  Wahkiakum,  Cowlitz,  Clark, 
Skamania,  Klickitat,  Benton,  and  Walla 
Walla  Coimties,  Wash. 

No.  MC-PC-71090.  By  order  of  Febru¬ 
ary  14,  1969,  the  Motor  Carrier  Board 
approved  the  transfer  to  George  Meade 
Transfer  Co.,  a  corporation,  Louisville, 
Ky.,  of  certificate  of  registration  No. 
MC-120744  (Sub-No.  1),  issued  May  9, 
1966,  to  George  Meade,  doing  business  as 
Meade  Transfer  Co.,  Neon,  Ky.,  evidenc¬ 
ing  a  right  to  engage  in  transportation 
pursuant  to  Certificate  of  Convenience 
and  Necessity  No.  873,  dated  October  6, 
1965,  issued  by  the  Kentucky  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Motor  Transportation.  Rudy 
Yessin,  Sixth  Floor,  McClure  Building, 
Frankfort,  Ky.  40601,  attorney  for 
appUcants. 

No.  MC-FC-71115.  By  order  of  Febru¬ 
ary  13,  1969,  the  Motor  Carrier  Board 
approved  the  transfer  to  Penny  Express, 
Inc.,  Claymont,  Del.,  of  permit  No. 
MC-127299,  issued  April  28,  1966,  to 
Irving  Chernekoff  and  Norman  Cherne- 
koff,  a  partnership,  doing  business  as  In¬ 
stallers  Associates,  88  Ruby  Drive, 
Claymont,  Del.  19703,  authorizing  the 
transportation  of:  New  furnitiu-e  and 
new  household  and  office  fximishings  for 
the  accounts  of  Cherry’s  Inc.,  of  Wil¬ 
mington,  Del.,  W.  T.  Grant  Co.,  and  J.  C. 
Penney  Co.,  Inc.,  from  Wilmington  and 
New  Castle,  Del.,  and  points  in  Philadel¬ 
phia.  Delaware,  and  Montgomery  Coim¬ 
ties,  Pa.,  to  Baltimore,  Md.,  and  those  in 
Kent  and  New  Castie  Counties,  Del., 
Harford  and  Cecil  Counties,  Md.,  Mont¬ 
gomery,  Philadelphia,  Delaware,  Bucks, 
Lancaster,  Chester,  Dauphin,  Berks, 
Northampton,  and  Lehigh  Counties,  Pa., 
and  Camden,  Burlington,  Gloucester. 
Salem,  Middlesex,  Atlantic,  Ocean,  and 
Mercer  Counties,  N.J.,  and  return  ship¬ 
ments  from  the  above  destinations  to  the 
above  origins.  Mr.  Norman  Chernekoff, 
Post  Office  Box  131,  Wilmington,  Del. 
19899,  president  of  transferee. 

[seal]  H.  Neil  Garson, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  69-2390;  Filed,  Feb.  26,  1969; 

8:49  ajn.] 


[Notice  301A] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 


No.  MC-PC-71028.  By  order  of  Febru-  February  24,  1969. 

ary  13,  1969,  the  Motor  Carrier  Board  Application  filed  for  temporary  author- 
approved  the  transfer  to  George  D.  Ityimder  section  210(a)  (b)  in  connection 
Spencer,  doing  business  as  S.  D.  Spencer  with  transfer  application  under  section 
&  Son,  4614  Northeast  72d  Avenue,  Van-  212(b)  and  Transfer  Rules,  49  CFR  Part 
couver.  Wash.  98662,  of  the  operating  1132: 

rights  in  certificate  No.  MC-101339  (Sub-  No.  MC-PC-35428.  By  application  filed 
No.  1),  Issued  December  11,  1962,  to  February  20,  1969,  RICHARD  H.  ESHE 
George  D.  Spencer  and  Stanley  D.  AND  LOIS  MAE  ESHE,  doing  business 
Spencer,  a  partnership,  doing  business  as  as  SOUTH  PARK  MOTOR  LINES,  48 
S.  D.  Spencer  &  Son,  4614  Northeast  72d  East  56th  Avenue,  Denver,  Colo,  80216, 
Avenue,  Vancouver,  Wash.  98662,  author-  seeks  temporary  authority  to  lease  the 
izing  the  transportation  of  rock,  sand,  operating  rights  of  FAIRPLAY  MOTOR 
gravel,  and  dirt,  in  dump  trucks,  and  COMPANY,  Fairplay,  Colo.  80440,  under 
such  other  bulk  commodities  as  are  section  210a(b).  The  transfer  to  RICH¬ 


ARD  H.  ESHE  AND  LOIS  MAE  ESHE. 
doing  business  as  SOUTH  PARK  MOTOR 
LINES,  of  the  operating  rights  of  FAIR- 
PLAY  MOTOR  COMPANY,  is  presently 
pending. 

[seal]  H.  Neil  Garson, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  69-2391;  Filed.  Feb.  26,  1969; 
8:49  a.m.] 


SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

[81-93] 

ALBRIGHT  TITLE  &  TRUST  CO.  AND 

ALBRIGHT  BOND  MORTGAGES 

Notice  of  Application  and 
Opportunity  for  Hearing 

February  20,  1969. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Albright 
Title  &  Trust  Co.,  as  trustee  of  Albright 
Bond  Mortgages,  100  North  Main  Street, 
Newkirk,  Okla.  74647,  a  Trust  Estate 
(“Trust”),  has  filed  an  application  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  12(h)  of  the  Securities 
Exchange  Act  of  1934,  as  amended 
(“Act”),  for  an  order  of  the  Commission 
exempting  Trust  from  the  provisions  of 
section  12(g)  of  the  Act.  Exemption  from 
section  12(g)  will  have  the  additional 
effect  of  exempting  the  Trust  from  sec¬ 
tions  13  and  14  of  the  Act  and  any  offi¬ 
cer,  director,  or  beneficial  owner  of  more 
than  10  percent  of  any  class  of  e<iuity 
security  of  the  "rrust  from  section  16 
hereof. 

Section  12(g)  of  the  Act  requires  the 
registration  of  the  equity  security  of  ev¬ 
ery  Issuer  which  is  engaged  in,  or  in  a 
business  affecting  interstate  commerce, 
or  whose  securities  are  traded  by  use  of 
the  mails  or  any  means  or  instrumental¬ 
ity  of  interstate  commerce  and,  on  the 
last  day  of  its  fiscal  year,  has  total  assets 
exceeding  $1  million  and  a  class  of  equity 
security  held  of  record  initially  by  750 
or  more  persons,  and  after  July  1,  1966, 
by  500  or  more  persons. 

Section  12(h)  empowers  the  Commis¬ 
sion  to  exempt,  in  whole  or  in  part,  any 
issuer  or  class  of  Issuers  from  the  regis¬ 
tration,  periodic  reporting  and  proxy  so¬ 
licitation  provisions  and  to  grant  exemp¬ 
tions  from  the  insider  reporting  and 
trading  provisions  of  the  Act  if  the  Com¬ 
mission  finds,  by  reason  of  the  number 
of  public  investors,  amount  of  trading 
interest  in  the  securities,  the  nature  and 
extent  of  the  activities  of  the  issuer,  or 
otherwise,  that  such  exemption  is  not 
inconsistent  with  the  public  interest  or 
the  protection  of  investors. 

Trust,  which  has  a  fiscal  year  end 
of  Jime  30,  is  presently  filing  reports  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  requirements  of  section 
15(d)  of  the  Act. 

'Trust’s  application  states,  in  part: 

1.  That  it  is  a  trust  estate,  organized 
in  1929,  under  the  laws  of  the  State  of 
Oklahoma.  Its  funds  are  invested  pri¬ 
marily  in  first  mortgages  on  real  estate. 

2.  That  the  trust  certificates,  are  is¬ 
sued  in  varying  face  amounts  in  multi- 
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pies  of  $50  and  at  an  interest  rate  of  5 
percent,  redeemable  upon  30  days  writ¬ 
ten  notice  at  the  option  of  ei^er  the 
investor  or  the  trustee.  There  is  no  trad¬ 
ing  market  in  the  securities  and  the  hold¬ 
ers  of  such  certificates  do  not  have  vot¬ 
ing  rights. 

For  a  more  detailed  statement  of  the 
matters  of  fact  and  law  asserted,  all  per¬ 
sons  are  referred  to  said  application 
which  is  on  file  in  the  offices  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  at  500  North  Capitol  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.C. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  inter¬ 
ested  person  may,  not  later  than  March 
14, 1969,  request  in  writing  that  a  hearing 
be  held  on  such  matter,  stating  the  na¬ 
ture  of  his  interest,  the  reasons  for  such 
request,  and  the  issue  of  fact  or  law 
raised  by  said  application  which  he  de¬ 
sires  to  controvert:  or  he  may  request 
that  he  be  notified  if  the  Commission 
should  order  a  hearing  thereon.  Any  such 
request  should  be  addressed:  Secretary, 
Securities  and  Ebcchange  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20549.  At  any  time 
after  said  date,  the  Commission  may  is¬ 
sue  an  order  granting  the  application, 
upon  such  terms  and  conditions  as  the 
Commission  may  deem  necessary  or  ap¬ 
propriate  in  the  public  interest  and  the 
interest  of  investors,  unless  a  hearing  is 
ordered  by  the  Commission. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Orval  L.  DuBois, 

Secretary. 

IPJl.  Doc.  69-2363:  Piled,  Peb.  26.  I960: 

8:47  ajn.] 


[812-2369] 

AMERICAN  PACIFIC  FUND,  INC. 

Notice  of  Filing  of  Application  for  Ex¬ 
emption  To  Sell  Shares  at  Less  Than 
Current  Public  Offering  Price 

February  20, 1969. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  American 
Pacific  Fund,  Inc.  (“fund”),  2270  Kala- 
kaua  Avenue,  Honolulu,  Hawaii  96815,  a 
roistered,  open-end,  diversified  invest¬ 
ment  company,  has  filed  an  application 
pursuant  to  section  6(c)  of  the  Invest¬ 
ment  Company  Act  of  1940  (“Act”),  for 
exemption  from  the  provisions  of  section 
22(d)  thereof  so  as  to  permit  the  sale  of 
its  shares  to  owners  of  certain  existing 
life  insurance  policies  issued  by  American 
Pacific  Life  Insurance  Co.,  Ltd.  (“insur¬ 
ance  company”)  or  American  Pacific  Life 
Insurance  Co.  of  California  (“affiliate”) 
at  a  price  different  from  the  price  at 
which  shares  of  the  fund  are  to  be  sold 
to  the  public  generally.  All  interested 
persons  are  referred  to  the  application  on 
file  with  the  Commission  for  a  statement 
of  the  representations  made  therein, 
which  are  summarized  below. 

The  fund  was  incorporated  on  April 
12,  1962,  under  the  laws  of  Hawaii  and 
register^  as  a  diversified  open-end  in¬ 
vestment  company  imder  the  Act  on 
May  16,  1963.  Initial  capital  for  the  fund 
was  furnished  by  the  insurance  company. 

Immediately  preceding  fund’s  forma¬ 
tion,  the  Insurance  company  was  offering 


for  sale  a  20  payment  life  participating 
insurance  policy  with  20  coupons  at¬ 
tached  (“coupon  policy”).  Coupons  ma¬ 
tured  annually  from  the  policy  date. 
Among  certain  coupon  policy  options 
available,  one  provided  that  the  owner 
had  the  right  to  surrender  a  matured 
coupon  for  its  cash  value  which  was  in 
turn  delivered  by  the  insurance  company 
acting  as  agent  for  the  policyholder,  to 
Honolulu  Trust  Co.,  to  be  invested  in  a 
common  trust  for  the  benefit  of  the  poli¬ 
cyholders. 

Because  the  coupon  policy  may  have 
been  issued  in  violation  of  Federal  securi¬ 
ties  laws,  sale  of  such  policies  was  dis¬ 
continued.  The  trust  was  terminated.  At 
this  time  the  fund  was  formed  and  regis¬ 
tered,  as  were  its  shares. 

Coupon  policyholders  who  had  ma- 
tiu^  or  partially  matured  coupons  were 
given  the  right  to  forward  them  to  Amer¬ 
ican  Pacific  Management  Corp.,  the  prin¬ 
cipal  underwriter  of  the  fimd  (“manage¬ 
ment  company”),  a  wholly  owned  affili¬ 
ate  of  the  insurance  company,  who  pur¬ 
chased  fund  shares  with  the  proceeds. 
Coupon  policyholders  who  wished,  there¬ 
after,  to  make  periodic  purchases  of  the 
fund  shares  were  requested  to  execute  a 
Volxmtary  Accumulation  Plan  (“plan”) 
which  provided  for  systematic  share  pur- 
diases  and  for  reinvestment  of  dividends 
and  capital  gains  at  net  asset  value  if 
desired. 

Fund  shares  are  also  offered  to  persons 
purchasing  other  insurance  policies  from 
the  insurance  company  or  the  affiliate. 
Shares  are  also  sold  to  the  public  gener¬ 
ally  whether  or  not  they  purchase  in¬ 
surance. 

As  of  the  date  of  the  application,  no 
person  who  was  not  also  a  policyholder  of 
the  insurance  company  or  the  affiliate 
had  executed  a  plan.  There  are  presently 
approximately  3,800  persons  who  partici¬ 
pate  in  plans. 

Plan  participants  are  billed  at  regular 
periodic  intervals  by  the  management 
company.  Approximately  two-thirds  of 
the  amount  billed  is  forwarded  to  the  in¬ 
surance  company  or  the  affiliate  to  cover 
premium  payments  on  the  applicable  in¬ 
surance  policy  and  the  balance  is  used 
to  purchase  fund  shares. 

ilie  fund  was  originally  formed  in  or¬ 
der  to  satisfy  existing  contractual  obliga¬ 
tions  between  the  insurance  company  and 
the  coupon  policyholder  and  more  spe¬ 
cifically  as  an  alternative  to  the  coupon 
feature  of  the  policy.  The  shares  have  al¬ 
ways  been  offered  for  sale  at  net  asset 
value  without  creation  or  redemption  fee. 
Shareholders  who  are  policyholders  pur¬ 
chased  applicant’s  shares  on  the  repre¬ 
sentation  that  they  could  purchase  shares 
at  net  asset  value. 

At  a  special  meeting  of  applicant’s 
shareholders,  approval  was  given  man¬ 
agement  to  modify  the  pricing  of  fund 
shares  to  provide  for  the  imposition  of  a 
sales  charge  of  8  Ms  percent  of  purchase 
price  on  the  future  sale  of  fund  shares 
with  quantity  reductions  on  single  sales 
over  $10,000.  Such  shareholder  approval 
excepted  from  the  imposition  of  the 
stat^  charge,  future  periodic  purchases 
of  shares  by  a  person  having  a  coupon 


policy  or  other  insurance  policy  and  who 
is  making  such  purchase  pursuant  to  a 
plan.  Such  exception  was  subject  to  the 
granting  of  an  appropriate  exemption  by 
the  Ccnnmission  from  section  22(d)  of 
the  Act. 

Applicant  states  that  shares  would  be 
available  at  net  asset  value  and  with, 
out  sales  charge  only  pursuant  to  the  fol¬ 
lowing  conditions;  (1)  ’That  the  plan  was 
in  existence  on  the  date  that  the  imposi¬ 
tion  of  the  sales  charges  takes  effect: 
(2)  no  alteration  or  amendments  of  the 
plan  would  be  permitted:  (3)  all  plan 
provisions  are  fully  complied  with  as  to 
default  and  intervals  of  payments:  (4) 
the  amount  being  paid  to  the  fund  under 
the  existing  plan  cannot  be  varied. 

Since  the  proposed  sale  of  shares  to 
former  coupon  policyholders  and  policy¬ 
holders  who  have  executed  a  plan,  on  the 
basis  described  above  will  Involve  an  of¬ 
fering  of  redeemable  securities  otherwise 
than  at  a  current  public  offering  price  de¬ 
scribed  in  the  prospectus  within  the 
meaning  of  section  22(d)  of  the  Act,  the 
ai)plicant  requests  an  exemption  under 
section  6(c)  from  the  provisions  of  sec¬ 
tion  22(d)  to  the  extent  necessary  to 
permit  such  sales. 

Section  22(d)  of  the  Act,  with  certain 
exceptions  not  pertinent  here,  provides 
that  no  registered  Investment  company 
shall  sell  any  redeemable  security  issued 
by  it  to  any  person  except  at  a  current 
offering  price  described  in  the  prospectus. 
Section  6(c)  of  the  Act  authorizes  the 
Commission  by  order,  upon  application, 
to  exempt,  conditionally  or  imcondition- 
ally,  any  transaction  from  any  provisions 
of  the  Act  or  of  any  rule  or  regulation 
thereunder,  if  and  to  the  extent  that  the 
Commission  finds  that  such  exemption  is 
necessary  or  appropriate  in  the  public 
interest  and  consistent  with  the  protec¬ 
tion  of  investors  and  Uie  purposes  fairly 
Intended  by  the  policy  and  provisions  of 
the  Act. 

In  support  of  the  requested  exemption 
the  application  states  that  the  manage¬ 
ment  company  and  the  insurance  com¬ 
pany  or  the  affiliate  are  under  a  legal 
obligation  to  sell  fund  shares  to  the  plan 
holders  who  also  own  coupon  policies 
and  under  a  moral  obligation  to  do  the 
same  for  all  other  existing  plan  holders. 
No  new  expenses  would  be  incurred  by 
the  enumerated  group  nor  would  appli¬ 
cant,  or  its  principal  underwriter  have 
any  selling  costs  since  such  group  would 
merely  continue  to  be  billed  imder  the 
plan.  Applicant  further  states  that  the 
class  of  persons  for  which  the  exemption 
is  sought  will  inevitably  become  smaller 
and  self -liquidating  and  that  to  charge 
them  a  sales  load  would  create  a  windfall 
for  the  principal  underwriter  who  does 
not  desire  it. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  in¬ 
terested  person  piay,  not  later  than 
March  12,  1969,  at  5:30  pjn.,  submit  to 
the  Commission  in  writing  a  request  for  a 
hearing  on  the  matter  accompanid  by  a 
statement  as  to  the  nature  of  his  inter¬ 
est,  the  reason  for  such  request  and  the 
issues,  if  any,  of  fact  or  law  proposed  to 
be  controverted,  or  he  may  request  that 
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he  be  notified  if  the  Commission  shall  or¬ 
der  a  hearing  thereon.  Any  such  com¬ 
munication  should  be  addressed:  Secre¬ 
tary,  Securities  and  Exchange  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C.  20549.  A  copy  of 
such  request  shall  be  served  personally 
or  by  mail  (airmail  if  the  persons  being 
served  are  located  more  than  500  miles 
from  the  point  of  mailing)  upon  the  fund 
at  the  address  stated  above.  Proof  of  such 
service  by  afiBdavit  (or  in  case  of  an 
attorney  at  law  by -certificate)  shall  be 
filed  contemporaneously  with  the  re¬ 
quest.  At  any  time  after  said  date,  as 
provided  by  Rule  0-5  of  the  rules  and 
regulations  promulgated  imder  the  Act, 
an  order  disposing  of  the  application 
herein  may  be  issued  upon  the  basis  of 
the  information  stated  in  said  applica¬ 
tion,  unless  an  order  for  hearing  upon 
said  application  shall  be  issued  upon  re¬ 
quest  or  upon  the  Commission’s  own  mo¬ 
tion.  Persons  who  request  a  hearing,  or 
advice  as  to  whether  a  hearing  is  ordered, 
will  receive  notice  of  further  develop¬ 
ments  in  the  matter,  including  the  date 
of  the  hearing  (if  ordered)  and  any  post¬ 
ponements  thereof. 

For  the  Commission  (pmrsuant  to  dele¬ 
gated  authority) . 

[seal]  Orval  L.  DuBois, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  89-2364;  Piled,  Feb.  28,  1969; 

8:47  a.m.] 


[File  No.  1-3909] 

BSF  CO. 

Order  Suspending  Trading 

February  20,  1969. 

The  capital  stock  (66%  cents  par 
value)  and  the  5%  percent  convertible 
subordinated  debentures  due  1969  of  BSF 
Co.  being  listed  and  registered  on  the 
American  Stock  Exchange,  and  such  cap¬ 
ital  stock  being  listed  and  registered  on 
the  Philadelphia-Baltimore-Washington 
Stock  Exchange  pursuant  to  provisions 
of  the  Secuiities  Exchange  Act  of  1934; 
and  all  other  securities  of  BSP  Co.  being 
traded  otherwise  than  on  a  national  se¬ 
curities  exchange:  and 

It  appearing  to  the  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission  that  the  summary 
suspension  of  trading  in  such  securities 
on  such  exchanges  and  otherwise  than 
on  a  national  securities  exchange  is  re¬ 
quired  in  the  public  interest  and  for  the 
protection  of  investors: 

It  is  ordered.  Pursuant  to  section  15(c) 
(5)  and  19(a)  (4)  of  the  Securities  Ex¬ 
change  Act  of  1934,  that  trading  in  the 
said  capital  stock  on  such  exchanges  and 
in  the  debentures  on  the  American  Stock 
Exchange,  and  trading  otherwise  than 
on  a  national  securities  exchange  be 
summarily  suspended,  this  order  to  be 
effective  for  the  period  February  24,  1969, 
through  March  5,  1969,  both  dates 
inclusive. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Orval  L.  DuBois, 

Secretary. 

IP.R.  Doc.  69-2365;  Piled,  Feb.  26,  1969; 

8:48  a.m.] 


CAPITOL  HOLDING  CORP. 

Order  Suspending  Troding 

February  20,  1969. 

It  appearing  to  the  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission  that  the  summary 
suspension  of  trading  otherwise  than  on 
a  national  securities  exchange  in  the 
common  stock  and  all  other  securities  of 
Capitol  Holding  Corp.  is  required  in  the 
public  interest  and  for  the  protection  of 
investors: 

It  is  ordered.  Pursuant  to  section  15(c) 
(5)  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of 
1934,  that  trading  in  such  securities 
otherwise  than  on  a  national  securities 
exchange  be  summarily  suspended,  this 
order  to  be  effective  for  the  period  Feb¬ 
ruary  24,  1969,  through  March  5,  1969, 
both  dates  inclusive. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Orval  L.  DuBois, 

Secretary. 

[P.R.  Doc.  69-2366;  PUed,  Feb.  26,  1969; 
8:48  a.m.] 

(Pile  No.  7-3039] 

CLOROX  CO. 

Notice  of  Application  for  Unlisted 
Trading  Privileges  and  of  Oppor¬ 
tunity  for  Hearing 

February  19,  1969. 

In  the  matter  of  application  of  the 
Cincinnati  Stock  Exchange  for  unlisted 
trading  privileges  in  a  certain  security. 

The  above-named  national  securities 
exchange  has  filed  an  application  with 
the  Securities  and  Exchange  Commission 
pursuant  to  section  12(f)(1)(B)  of  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934  and 
Rule  12f-l  thereunder,  for  unlisted  trad¬ 
ing  privileges  in  the  common  stock  of  the 
following  company,  which  security  is 
listed  and  re^tered  on  one  or  more 
other  national  securities  exchange: 
Clorox  Co.,  Pile  No.  7-3039. 

Upon  receipt  of  a  request,  on  or  before 
March  6,  1969,  from  any  interested  per¬ 
son,  the  Commission  will  determine 
whether  the  application  shall  be  set  down 
for  hearing.  Any  such  request  should 
state  briefly  the  nature  of  the  interest  of 
the  person  making  the  request  and  the 
position  he  proposes  to  take  at  the  hear¬ 
ing,  if  ordered.  In  addition,  any  inter¬ 
ested  person  may  submit  his  views  or  any 
additional  facts  bearing  on  the  said  ap¬ 
plication  by  means  of  a  letter  addressed 
to  the  Secretary,  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission,  Washington  25, 
D.C.,  not  later  than  the  date  specified.  If 
no  one  requests  a  hearing,  this  applica¬ 
tion  will  be  determined  by  order  of  the 
Commission  on  the  basis  of  the  facts 
stated  therein  and  other  information 
contained  in  the  ofScial  files  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  pertaining  thereto. 

For  the  Commission  (pursuant  to  dele¬ 
gated  authority). 

[seal]  Orval  L.  DuBois, 

Secretary. 

[P.R.  Doc.  69-2367;  Piled.  Feb.  26,  1969; 
8:48  a.m.] 


[File  No.  1-3421] 

CONTINENTAL  VENDING  MACHINE 
CORP. 

Order  Suspending  Trading 

February  20,  1969. 

In  appearing  to  the  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission  that  the  summary 
suspiension  of  trading  in  the  common 
stock,  10  cents  par  value  of  Continental 
Vending  Machine  Corp.,  and  the  6  per¬ 
cent  convertible  subordinated  debentures 
due  September  1.  1976,  being  traded 
otherwise  than  on  a  national  securities 
exchange  is  required  in  the  public  inter¬ 
est  and  for  the  protection  of  investors: 

It  is  ordered.  Pursuant  to  section  15(c) 
(5)  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of 
1934,  that  trading  in  such  securities 
otherwise  than  on  a  national  securities 
exchange  be  summarily  suspended,  this 
order  to  be  effective  for  the  period  Feb¬ 
ruary  21,  1969,  through  March  2,  1969, 
both  dates  inclusive. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Orval  L.  DuBois, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  69-2368:  Filed,  Feb.  26,  1969; 

8:48  a.m.] 


[File  No.  7-3038] 

GULF  RESOURCES  &  CHEMICAL  CORP. 

Notice  of  Application  for  Unlisted 
Trading  Privileges  and  of  Oppor¬ 
tunity  for  Hearing 

February  19,  1969. 

In  the  matter  of  application  of  the 
Spokane  Stock  Exchange  for  unlisted 
trading  privileges  in  a  certain  security. 

The  above-named  national  securities 
exchange  has  filed  an  application  with 
the  Securities  and  Exchange  Commis¬ 
sion  pursuant  to  section  12(f)(1)(B)  of 
the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934  and 
Rule  12f-l  thereunder,  for  unlisted  trad¬ 
ing  privileges  in  the  common  stock  of  the 
following  company,  which  security  is 
listed  and  registered  on  one  or  more  other 
national  securities  exchange: 

Gulf  Resources  &  Chemical  Corp.,  File  No. 
7-3038. 

Upon  receipt  of  a  request,  on  or  before 
March  6,  1969,  from  any  interested  per¬ 
son,  the  Commission  will  determine 
whether  the  application  shall  be  set 
down  for  hearing.  Any  such  request 
should  state  briefly  the  nature  of  the  in¬ 
terest  of  the  person  making  the  request 
and  the  position  he  proposes  to  take  at 
the  hearing,  if  ordered.  In  addition,  any 
interested  person  may  submit  his  views 
or  any  additional  facts  bearing  on  the 
said  application  by  means  of  a  letter  ad¬ 
dressed  to  the  Secretary,  Securities  and 
Exchange  Commission,  Washington  25, 
D.C.,  not  later  than  the  date  specified. 
If  no  one  requests  a  hearing,  this  applica¬ 
tion  will  be  determined  by  order  of  the 
Commission  on  the  basis  of  the  facts 
stated  therein  and  other  information 
contained  in  the  official  files  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  pertaining  thereto. 
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For  the  Commission  (pursuant  to  dele¬ 
gated  authority). 

[seal]  Orval  L.  DuBois, 

Secretary. 

IF.R.  Etoc.  69-2369:  Filed,  Feb.  26,  1969; 
8:48  a.m.] 


[File  No.  1-4340] 

MILL  FAaORS  CORP. 

Order  Suspending  Trading 

February  20,  1969. 

The  common  slock,  $2.50  par  value,  of 
Mill  Factors  Corp.  being  listed  and  reg¬ 
istered  on  the  American  Stock  Exchange 
pursuant  to  provisions  of  the  Securities 
Exchange  Act  of  1934  and  all  other  secu¬ 
rities  of  Mill  Factors  Corp.,  being  traded 
otherwise  than  on  a  national  securities 
exchange:  and 

It  appearing  to  the  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission  that  the  summary 
suspension  of  trading  in  such  securities 
on  such  Exchange  and  otherwise  than 
on  a  national  securities  exchange  is  re¬ 
quired  in  the  public  interest  and  for  the 
protection  of  investors: 

It  is  ordered.  Pursuant  to  sections 
15(c)(5)  and  19(a)(4)  of  the  Securities 
Exchange  Act  of  1934,  that  trading  in 
such  securities  on  the  American  Stock 
Exchange  and  otherwise  than  on  a  na¬ 
tional  securities  exchange  be  summarily 
suspended,  this  order  to  be  effective  for 
the  period  February  22,  1969,  through 
March  3,  1969,  both  dates  inclusive. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Orval  L.  DuBois, 

Secretary. 

1F.R.  Doc.  69-2370;  Filed,  Feb.  26,  1969; 

8:48  ajn.] 

[Rle  No.  1-3468] 

MOUNTAIN  STATES  DEVELOPMENT 
CO. 

Order  Suspending  Trading 

February  20,  1969. 

The  common  stock,  1  cent  par  value, 
of  Mountain  Stal;es  Development  Co.  be¬ 
ing  listed  and  registered  on  the  Salt  Lake 
Stock  Exchange  pursuant  to  provisions 
of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934 
and  all  other  securities  of  Mountain 
States  Development  Co.  being  traded 
otherwise  than  on  a  national  securities 
exchange;  and 

It  appearing  to  the  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission  that  the  summary 
suspension  of  trading  in  such  securities 
on  such  Exchange  and  otherwise  than  on 
a  national  securities  exchange  is  re¬ 
quired  in  the  public  interest  and  for  the 
protection  of  investors; 

It  is  ordered.  Pursuant  to  sections 
15(c)  (5)  and  19(a)  (4)  of  the  Securities 
Exchange  Act  of  1934,  that  trading  in 
such  securities  on  the  Salt  Lake  Stock 
Exchange  and  otherwise  than  on  a  na¬ 
tional  securities  exchange  be  summarily 
suspiended,  this  order  to  be  effective  for 


the  period  February  24,  1969,  through 
Mar^  5,  1969,  both  dates  inclusive. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Orval  L.  DuBois, 

Secretary. 

[P.R.  Doc.  69-2371;  Piled,  Peb.  26,  1969; 
8:48  a.m.] 


[812-2373] 

MUTUAL  LIFE  INSURANCE  COMPANY 
OF  NEW  YORK  AND  MONY  VAR¬ 
IABLE  ACCOUNT  A 

Notice  of  Application  for  Exemptions 

February  20,  1969. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  The  Mutual 
Life  Insurance  Company  of  New  York 
(“MONY”) ,  a  mutual  life  insurance 
company  organized  under  the  laws  of 
the  State  of  New  York,  and  The  MONY 
Variable  Account  A  (“Account  A”),  1740 
Broadway,  New  York,  N.Y.  10019  (herein 
collectively  called  “Applicants”),  have 
filed  an  application  pursuant  to  section 
6(c)  of  the  Investment  Company  Act  of 
1940  (“Act”)  for  an  order  of  exemption 
to  the  extent  noted  below  from  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  sections  15(a),  16(a),  17(1), 
22(d),  22(e),  27(a)(3),  27(a)(4),  27 
(0(1),  27(c)(2),  and  32(a)(2)  of  the 
Act  and  Rule  17f-2  thereimder.  All  inter¬ 
ested  Piersons  are  referred  to  the  applica¬ 
tion  on  file  with  the  Commission  for  a 
complete  statement  of  the  representa¬ 
tions  contained  therein,  which  are  sum¬ 
marized  below. 

MONY  established  Account  A  on 
July  31,  1968,  pursuant  to  the  provisions 
of  section  227  of  the  New  York  Insurance 
Law  for  the  purpose  of  providing  an  in¬ 
vestment  medium  for  certain  variable 
annuity  contracts  (“Contracts”)  to  be 
issued  by  MONY  and  Account  A.  The 
Contracts  are  designed  to  provide  fixed 
and  variable  retirement  benefits  pursu¬ 
ant  to  plans  qualifying  under  sections 
401,  403(a),  or  403(b)  of  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  (“Code”),  and  to  individ¬ 
uals  imder  Contracts  not  issued  under 
any  such  tax  benefited  plans.  Account  A 
is  an  open-end,  diversified  manage¬ 
ment  investment  company  registered 
under  the  Act. 

Sections  15(a),  16(a),  and  32(a)  (2),  in 
substance,  require  shareholder  approval 
of  the  investment  advisory  agreement, 
the  election  of  directors  by  shareholders, 
and  shareholder  ratification  of  the  selec¬ 
tion  of  an  independent  public  account¬ 
ant,  respectively.  The  rules  and  regula¬ 
tions  of  Accoimt  A  provide  for  an  annual 
meeting  of  the  Contract  holders  to  be 
held  on  May  15th  of  each  year. 

Applicants  propose  to  defer  the  first 
meeting  of  Contract  holders  imtil  there 
are  at  least  500  holders  of  beneficial  In¬ 
terest  in  Account  A,  or  until  9  months 
have  elapsed  since  the  first  variable  an¬ 
nuity  contract  participating  in  Account 
A  has  been  issued,  whichever  is  sooner. 
At  that  time  a  meeting  of  Contract  hold¬ 
ers  will  be  scheduled  to  consider  the  elec¬ 
tion  of  the  members  of  the  Account  A 
Committee,  approval  of  the  Investment 


Management  Agreement,  and  ratifica¬ 
tion  of  the  selection  of  the  independent 
public  accoimtant.  Applicants  request 
exemption  from  the  provisions  of  sec¬ 
tions  15(a),  16(a),  and  32(a)(2)  of  the 
Act  so  that  Accoimt  A’s  investment 
adviser.  Committee  members  and  inde¬ 
pendent  public  accountants  can  serve  < 
without  approval,  election  or  ratification,  1 
respectively,  by  the  persons  entitled  to 
vote  thereon  until  the  first  meeting  of 
Contract  holders  shall  take  place  as 
above  proposed. 

Section  17(f)  provides,  in  pertinent 
part,  that  a  registered  investment  com¬ 
pany  may  maintain  its  securities  and 
similar  investments  in  its  own  custody  in 
accordance  with  such  rules  and  regula¬ 
tions  or  orders  as  the  Commission  may 
from  time  to  time  prescribe  for  the  pro¬ 
tection  of  investors. 

Rule  17f-2(b)  requires,  in  pertinent 
part,  that  such  assets  be  placed  in  a  bank 
or  other  company  whose  functions  and 
physical  facilities  are  supervised  by  Fed¬ 
eral  or  State  authority.  The  application 
states  that  the  vault  maintained  by 
MONY  is  similar  or  superior  in  every 
respect  to  the  vaults  in  most  banks  and 
that  MONY  keeps  therein  securities  and 
other  investments  of  a  value  in  excess  of 
$2  billion.  Furthermore,  in  accordance 
with  its  Code  of  Organization,  MONY 
has  adopted  detailed  and  extensive  regu¬ 
lations  governing  security  precautions 
for  and  access  to  the  securities  in  its 
vault  and  the  several  safes  therein,  which 
are  intended  to  provide  full  protection 
against  loss  or  theft.  In  this  connection, 
MONY  is  subject  to  extensive  super¬ 
vision  and  regulation  by  the  Insurance 
Department  of  the  State  of  New  York 
which  conducts  periodic  examinations  of 
the  functions,  physical  facilities  and  all 
other  aspects  of  MONY’s  business.  Appli¬ 
cants  propose  to  keep  the  assets  of  Ac¬ 
count  A  in  a  separate  safe  within 
MONY’s  vault,  physically  segregated 
from  MONY’s  other  assets.  Accordingly, 
Applicants  request  exemption  from  the 
provisions  of  section  17(f)  of  the  Act  and 
Rule  17f-2(b)  thereunder  to  permit 
custody  of  the  securities  and  similar  in¬ 
vestments  of  Account  A  to  be  held  by 
MONY  in  MONY’s  own  vault. 

Rule  17f-2(d) ,  in  pertinent  part,  limits 
access  to  the  securities  and  similar  in¬ 
vestments  of  a  registered  management 
investment  company  to  persons  desig¬ 
nated  in  a  resolution  of  the  board  of  di¬ 
rectors  of  such  investment  company  and 
requires  that  such  designees  be  ofiBcers 
or  responsible  employees  of  such  invest¬ 
ment  company,  and  that  access  be  had 
only  by  two  or  more  designees  jointly,  at 
least  one  of  whom  shall  be  an  ofiBcer. 
Applicants  state  that  MONY  has  exist¬ 
ing  regulations  and  procedures  concern¬ 
ing  access  to  its  vault  and  the  safes 
therein  which  are  comparable  to  those 
of  Rule  17f-2(d) .  These  regulations  and 
procedures  are  fully  described  in  the  ap¬ 
plication.  Applicants  request  an  exemp¬ 
tion  from  the  provisions  of  section  17(f) 
and  Rule  17f-2(d)  to  the  extent  neces¬ 
sary  to  permit  access  to  the  vault  and  to 
securities  therein  of  Account  A  by  New 
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York  State  Examiners,  representatives 
of  MONY’s  certified  public  accountants 
and  such  persons  as  may  be  designated 
pursuant  to  authority  of  the  Board  of 
Trustees  of  MONY,  in  accordance  with 
MONY’s  regulations  and  procedures  for 
access  to  its  vault  and  the  safes  within. 

Section  22(d)  provides,  in  pertinent 
part,  that  no  registered  investment  com¬ 
pany  shall  sell  any  redeemable  security 
issued  by  it  to  any  person  except  at  a 
current  public  offering  price  described  in 
the  prospectus.  This  section  has  been 
construed  as  requiring  that  the  sales 
charge,  expressed  as  a  percentage  of  the 
offering  price,  be  imposed  without  varia¬ 
tion  on  every  sale  by  tiie  issuer  of  its 
redeemable  securities. 

The  Contracts  will  be  offered  on  an  in¬ 
dividual  and  group  basis.  The  Contracts 
to  be  offered  to  individuals  will  provide 
for  the  following  scale  of  sales  charges 
and  administrative  expense  charges. 
From  the  amoimt  of  the  first  payment 
there  will  be  deducted  a  one-time  charge 
of  $10  which  is  represented  to  be  for  “ad¬ 
ministrative  set-up  expenses.”  In  addi¬ 
tion,  there  will  be  deducted  from  each 
payment,  including  the  first,  the  charges 
mentioned  below  (the  percentage  being, 
in  the  case  of  the  initial  payment,  a  per¬ 
centage  of  the  amoimt  of  such  pasnnent 
after  deduction  of  the  $10  one-time 
charge  and  any  applicable  premium 
taxes  and,  in  the  case  of  each  subsequent 
payment,  a  percentage  of  the  amount  of 
the  payment  after  deduction  of  any  ap¬ 
plicable  premium  taxes) : 


Sales  Administrative 
charge  expense 

(percent)  charge 

(percent) 


On  each  payment  until 
aggregate  of  all  such 
payment  totals  $15,000.... 

On  each  payment  made 
after  aggregate  reaches 

$15,000....: .  3  m 


The  Contracts  to  be  offered  to  individ¬ 
uals  will  provide  for  payment  to  the 
beneficiary  of  a  Contract  holder  of  at 
least  the  amount  of  gross  payments  paid 
in  the  event  of  the  death  of  the  Contract 
holder  prior  to  the  commencement  of 
annuity  payments.  Such  Contracts  will 
provide  that  for  this  minimum  death  re¬ 
fund  there  will  be  deducted  from  each 
payment  paid  by  the  Contract  holder  a 
charge  of  three-fourths  of  1  percent. 

The  Contracts  to  be  offered  to  groups 
will  neither  provide  for  payment  of  a 
minimum  death  refund,  nor  for  a  fixed 
one-time  deduction  from  the  initial  or 
any  other  payment  for  administration 
set-up  expenses.  Such  group  Contracts 
will  provide  for  the  following  scale  of 
sales  charges  and  administrative  ex¬ 
pense  charges  to  be  deducted  from  each 
person’s  payments  (the  percentage  in 
each  case  being  a  percentage  of  the 
amount  of  the  payment  after  deduction 
of  applicable  premium  taxes,  if  any) ; 


Sales  Administrative 
charge  expense 

(percent)  charge 

(percent) 


During  the  first  2  years  of 
the  person’s  participation. 

2>4 

During  all  times  sub¬ 
sequent  to  the  first  2 

years  of  the  person’s 
participation . 

2yi 

2H 

In  the  absence  of  an  exemptive  order 
of  the  Commission,  Applicants’  proposed 
scale  of  charges  applicable  to  Contracts 
to  be  offered  to  individuals  may  be 
prohibited  by  section  22(d)  in  that  the 
$10  deduction  from  the  initial  pasnnent 
on  individual  Contracts,  if  considered  to 
be  a  part  of  the  sales  charge,  would  re¬ 
sult  in  a  varying,  rather  than  a  uniform, 
sales  charge  when  expressed  in  terms 
of  a  percentage  of  the  offering  price, 
depending  on  the  amount  of  the  pay¬ 
ment.  Applicants  request  an  exemption 
from  section  22(d)  so  as  to  permit  the 
deduction  of  the  $10  charge  from  the 
initial  payment. 

Rule  22d-l(e),  in  pertinent  part,  pro¬ 
vides  an  exemption  from  the  provisions 
of  section  22(d)  so  as  to  permit  reduc¬ 
tions  in,  or  elimination  of,  the  sales  load 
upon  the  sale  pursuant  to  a  uniform 
offer  described  in  the  prospectus  and 
made  to  tax  exempt  organizations  enu¬ 
merated  in  section  501(c)  (3)  or  (13) 
of  the  Code,  or  employees  trusts,  pen¬ 
sion,  profit-sharing,  or  other  employee 
benefit  plans  qualified  under  section  401 
of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code. 

Applicants  propose  initially  to  offer 
group  Contracts  at  prices  reflecting  re¬ 
duced  sales  charges  to  public  school 
systems  qualified  for  tax  deferred  treat¬ 
ment  under  section  403(b)  of  the  Code 
as  well  as  tax-exempt  organizations  enu¬ 
merated  in  section  "501(c)(3)  -of  the 
Code.  Applicants  request  an  exemption 
from  section  22(d)  of  the  Act  so  as  to 
permit  the  reduced  scale  of  sales  charges 
proposed  with  respect  to  the  group  Con¬ 
tracts  because  section  403(b)  of  the  Code 
qualifies  public  sch(X)l  systems  for  de¬ 
ferred  tax  treatment  under  section  403 
(b)  of  the  Code  in  the  same  manner  as 
tax  exempt  organizations  enumerated  in 
section  501(c)(3)  of  the  Code. 

Rule  22d-l(a),  among  other  things, 
provides  an  exemption  from  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  section  22(d)  so  as  to  permit 
a  registered  investment  company  to  re¬ 
duce  or  eliminate  the  sales  load  on  its 
securities  in  accordance  with  a  scale  of 
reducing  sales  load  varying  with  the 
quantity  of  securities  purchased,  which 
may  include  redeemable  securities  of 
other  registered  investment  companies 
having  the  same  principal  underwriter 
as  the  issuer  of  such  securities.  Under  the 
Contracts  the  same  sales  charge  is  de¬ 
ducted  from  pasmients  made  by  the  pur¬ 
chaser  whether  all  payments  are  allo¬ 
cated  to  Account  A,  a  registered  invest¬ 
ment  c(Hnpany,  or  a  portion  of  the 
pajments  are  all(x;ated  to  a  fixed  accu¬ 
mulation  account,  which  is  not  a  regis¬ 
tered  Investment  company.  Thus,  when 
any  portion  of  the  payments  paid  Is  allo¬ 


cated  to  a  fixed  accumulation  account 
the  reduction  in  sales  load  on  individual 
Contracts,  which  reduction  becomes 
operative  when  the  gross  payments  reach 
$15,000,  will  be  based  on  a  scale  varsdng 
in  accordance  with  circumstances  not 
enumerated  in  the  rule.  The  Contract 
also  permits  a  purchaser,  on  or  before 
the  maturity  date  of  the  Contract,  to 
transfer  the  funds  in  a  fixed  accumula¬ 
tion  account  to  Account  A  without  pay¬ 
ment  of  any  sales  or  other  charges. 

Applicants  request  exemption  from 
section  22(d)  so  as  to  permit  (1)  the 
proposed  reduction  of  the  sales  load  on 
individual  Contracts  when  cumulative 
gross  pasrments,  whether  allocated  to  Ac- 
coimt  A  or  to  Account  A  and  to  a  fixed 
acciunulation  aixount,  reach  $15,000,  and 
(2)  the  transfer  of  funds  as  provided  in 
the  Contract  from  a  fixed  accumulation 
account  to  Account  A  without  the  impo¬ 
sition  of  any  additional  sales  charge. 

The  Contracts  provide  that  in  the 
event  of  the  death  of  the  Contract  pur¬ 
chaser  prior  to  the  maturity  date  of  the 
Contract  the  Contract  purchaser’s  bene¬ 
ficiary  is  entitled  to  receive  the  greater  of 
(1)  the  value  of  the  total  accumulations 
under  the  Contract,  or  (2)  the  gross 
amount  of  payments  made  on  the  Con¬ 
tract.  Thus,  the  beneficiary  may  be  en¬ 
titled  to  receive  the  value  of  the  Contract 
purchaser’s  Interest  in  Account  A,  the 
value  of  the  Contract  purchaser’s  inter¬ 
est  in  a  fixed  accumulation  account  (if 
the  Contract  purchaser  allocated  a  por¬ 
tion  of  his  payments  to  such  an  account) , 
or  funds  payable  from  the  general  ac¬ 
counts  of  MONY  (if  the  value  of  the 
Contract  purchaser’s  total  accumulations 
under  the  Contract  are  less  than  the 
gross  amount  of  payments  made  under 
the  Contract) .  The  Contract  permits  the 
beneficiary,  upon  the  Contract  purchas¬ 
er’s  death,  to  use  these  amounts,  includ¬ 
ing  those  not  derived  from  Account  A, 
to  effect  various  settlement  options 
through  the  use  of  Account  A,  without  • 
the  imposition  of  any  sales  charge  or 
any  other  charge.  Applicants  request  an 
exemption  from  section  22(d)  so  as  to 
permit  the  beneficiary  to  transfer  to  Ac¬ 
count  A  those  amoynts  not  derived  there¬ 
from  without  deductions  for  sales  charge. 

Applicants  also  request  exemption 
from  the  provisions  of  section  22(d)  so 
as  to  permit  the  holders  of  both  individ¬ 
ual  and  group  Contracts  to  participate  ' 
in  the  divisible  surplus  of  MONY.  There 
is  an  annual  determination  by  the  Board 
of  Trustees  of  MONY  of  the  amount  of 
surplus,  if  any,  which  may  prudently  be 
distributed  and  the  manner  in  which 
that  amount  shall  be  distributed.  Since 
the  crediting  of  divisible  surplus  is  ex¬ 
pected  to  be  based  upon  all  aspects  of 
MONY’s  experience  with  a  class  or  group 
of  Contracts  any  such  crediting  may  re- 
fiect  a  reduction  in  charges  for  various 
factors,  including  sales  expense  or 
administrative  expense,  or  both. 

Sections  22(e)  and  27(c)(1)  provide, 
respectively,  in  pertinent  part,  (1)  that 
a  registered  investment  company  may 
not  suspend  the  right  of  redemption  or 
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PKXstpone  the  date  of  payment  upon  re¬ 
demption  of  any  redeemable  security  in 
accordance  with  its  terms  for  more  than 
7  days  after  the  tender  of  such  security 
for  redemption,  and  (2)  that  a  registered 
investment  company  issuing  periodic 
payment  plan  certificates  may  not  sell 
such  certificates  unless  such  certificates 
are  redeemable  securities. 

Applicants  represent  that  the  annuity 
payments  under  a  Contract  are  based  on 
mortality  tables  which  take  accoimt  of 
the  average  mortality  experience  to  be 
expected  among  the  group  of  lives  re¬ 
ceiving  benefits  under  the  Contracts. 
These  tables  reflect  the  assmnption  that 
funds  available  because  of  deaths  prior 
to  the  average  futuie  lifetime  will  offset 
payments  made  to  annuitants  who  sur¬ 
vive  the  average  future  lifetime. 

Applicants  state  that  if  the  right  to 
redeem  Contracts  after  retirement  for 
cash  were  allowed,  those  annuitants  who 
believe  themselves  to  be  in  failing  health 
would  tend  to  redeem  their  Contracts. 
Such  redemption  of  Contracts  would 
alter  the  average  mortality  experience 
of  the  continuing  group,  which,  in  time, 
would  operate  to  reduce  the  funds  avail¬ 
able  for  annuity  payments  to  the  con¬ 
tinuing  group.  Applicants,  therefore,  re¬ 
quest  exemption  from  sections  22(e)  and 
27(c)(1)  to  eliminate  the  right  of  re¬ 
demption  of  the  Contracts  once  pay¬ 
ments  have  commenced  under  any  form 
of  life  annuity. 

Section  27(a)(3),  in  pertinent  part, 
prohibits  the  issuance  of  i>eriodic  pay¬ 
ment  plan  certificates  by  a  registered  in¬ 
vestment  company  if  the  amounts  de¬ 
ducted  as  sales  load  from  all  payments 
subsequent  to  the  first  12  monthly  pay¬ 
ments  are  not  proportionately  alike.  As 
noted  above,  the  group  Contracts  pro¬ 
vide  for  deductions  from  each  payment 
made  by  an  individual  fdr  the  first  2 
years  of  participation  of  amounts  equal 
to  5*72  percent  of  each  payment  for  sales 
charges  and  2y2  percent  of  each  payment 
for  administrative  expense  charge  and 
for  deductions  from  subsequent  pay¬ 
ments  of  amounts  equal  to  2V^  percent  of 
each  payment  for  sales  charge  and  of  21/2 
percent  for  administrative  exp)ense.  Thus, 
the  deductions  for  sales  load  for  the  third 
and  subsequent  years  are  not  propor¬ 
tionately  equal  to  the  sales  load  deduc¬ 
tions  for  the  second  year.  Applicants  re¬ 
quest  an  exemption  from  section  27(a) 
(3)  so  as  to  permit  the  issuance  of  the 
Contracts  described  with  the  scale  of 
deductions  provided  therein. 

Section  27(a)(4),  in  pertinent  part, 
prohibits  a  registered  investment  com¬ 
pany  from  issuing  any  periodic  payment 
plan  certificate  if  the  initial  payment  on 
such  certificate  is  less  than  $20.  Appli¬ 
cants  request  an  exemption  from  the 
provisions  of  this  section  to  allow  an 
initial  payment  of  not  less  than  $10  in 
connection  with  the  group  Contracts 
meeting  the  requirements  of  section  403 
(b)  of  the  Code.  Payments  imder  these 
Contracts  will  be  made  by  payroll  deduc¬ 
tions.  Since  payments  sub^quent  to  the 
initial  one  may  be  less  than  $20,  this 
exemption  is  requested  to  allow  an  initial 


payroll  deduction  of  the  same  amoimt 
as  subsequent  payroll  deductions,  thus 
reducing  the  administrative  and  ac¬ 
counting  burdens  of  employers  in  mak¬ 
ing  the  payroll  deductions. 

Section  27(c)(2)  prohibits  a  registered 
investment  company  or  a  depositor  or 
underwriter  for  such  a  company  from 
selling  periodic  payment  plan  certificates 
unless  the  proceeds  of  all  payments,  other 
than  the  sales  load,  are  deposited  with 
a  bank  as  trustee  or  custodian  and  held 
imder  an  indenture  or  agreement  con¬ 
taining,  in  substance,  the  provisions  re¬ 
quired  by  section  26(a)  (2)  and  (3)  for 
trust  indentmes  of  a  unit  investment 
trust. 

Applicants  state  that  the  proceeds 
from  payments  made  by  Contract  pur¬ 
chasers,  after  applicable  deductions,  and 
the  portfolio  of  securities  in  which  they 
will  be  invested,  will  constitute  Account 
A  and  will  be  chargeable  only  with  li¬ 
abilities  arising  out  of  such  Contracts. 
Applicants  state  also  that  MONY  is  sub¬ 
ject  to  extensive  and  detailed  supervi¬ 
sion  and  inspection  by  the  Superintend¬ 
ent  of  Insurance  of  the  State  of  New 
York,  and  that  such  control  provides 
ample  assurance  against  misfeasance 
and  affords,  in  essence,  the  protection  for 
the  funds  of  investors  which  a  trustee¬ 
ship  would  provide.  Further,  Applicants 
state  that  under  New  York  law  the  con¬ 
tractual  obligations  of  MONY  to  the 
Contract  holders  cannot  be  abandoned 
until  such  obligations  have  been  dis¬ 
charged.  Applicants  request  an  exemp¬ 
tion  from  section  27(c)  (2)  so  as  to  per¬ 
mit  the  proceeds  of  all  payments  on  the 
Contracts  to  be  held  by  MONY. 

Applicants  have  agreed  that  any  order 
of  the  Commission  granting  the  re¬ 
quested  exemptions  from  the  provisions 
of  section  27(c)  (2)  may  be  made  subject 
to  the  following  conditions: 

(1)  That  the  charges  vmder  the  var¬ 
iable  annuity  contracts  for  administra¬ 
tive  expenses  shall  not  exceed  such  rea¬ 
sonable  amounts  as  the  Commission  shall 
prescribe,  and  that  the  Commission  shall 
reserve  jurisdiction  for  such  purpose; 
and 

(2)  That  the  payment  of  siuns  and 
charges  out  of  the  assets  of  Account  A 
shall  not  be  deemed  to  be  exempted  from 
regulation  by  the  Commission  by  reason 
of  said  order,  provided  that  the  Appli¬ 
cants’  consent  to  this  condition  shall  not 
be  deemed  to  be  a  concession  to  the  Com¬ 
mission  of  authority  to  regulate  the  pay¬ 
ment  of  sums  and  charges  out  of  the 
assets  in  Account  A  other  than  charges 
for  administrative  services,  and  Appli¬ 
cants  reserve  the  right,  in  any  proceeding 
before  the  Commission  or  in  any  suit  or 
action  in  any  court,  to  assert  that  the 
Commission  has  no  authority  to  regulate 
the  payment  of  such  other  sums  and 
charges. 

Section  6(c)  authorizes  the  Commis¬ 
sion  to  exempt  any  person,  security,  or 
transaction,  or  any  class  or  classes  of 
persons,  securities,  or  transactions,  from 
the  provisions  of  the  Act  and  rules  pro¬ 
mulgated  thereunder  if  and  to  the  extent 
that  such  exemption  Is  necessary  or  ap¬ 


propriate  in  the  public  interest  and  con¬ 
sistent  with  the  protection  of  investors 
and  the  purposes  fairly  intended  by  the 
policy  and  provisions  of  the  Act. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  any  in¬ 
terested  person  may,  not  later  than 
March  10,  1969  at  5:30  p.m.,  submit  to 
the  Commission  in  writing  a  request  for 
a  hearing  on  the  matter  accompanied  by 
a  statement  as  to  the  nature  of  his  in¬ 
terest,  the  reason  for  such  request  and 
the  issues  of  fact  or  law  proposed  to  be 
controverted,  or  he  may  request  that  he 
be  notified  if  the  Commission  shall  order 
a  hearing  thereon.  Any  such  communica¬ 
tion  should  be  addressed:  Secretary,  Se¬ 
curities  and  Exchange  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20549.  A  copy  of  such 
request  shall  be  served  personally  by 
mail  (airmail  if  the  person  being  served 
is  located  more  than  500  miles  from  the 
point  of  mailing)  upon  Applicants  at 
the  address  stated  above.  Proof  of  such 
service  (by  affidavit  or  in  case  of  an  at¬ 
torney  at  law,  by  certificate)  shall  be 
filed  contemporaneously  with  the  re¬ 
quest.  At  any  time  after  said  date,  as  pro¬ 
vided  by  Rule  0-5  of  the  rules  and  regu¬ 
lations  promulgated  under  the  Act,  an 
order  disposing  of  the  application  herein 
may  be  issued  by  the  Commission  upon 
the  basis  of  the  information  stated  in 
said  application,  unless  an  order  for 
hearing  upon  said  application  shall  be 
issued  upon  request  or  upon  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  own  motion.  Persons  who  re¬ 
quest  a  hearing  or  advice  as  to  whether 
a  hearing  is  ordered,  will  receive  notice 
of  further  developments  in  this  matter, 
including  the  date  of  the  hearing  (if 
ordered)  and  any  postponements 
thereof. 

For  the  Commission  (pursuant  to  del¬ 
egated  authority) . 

[seal]  Orval  L.  DuBois, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  69-2372;  Filed,  Feb.  26,  1969; 

8:48  ajn.] 


TELSTAR,  INC. 

Order  Suspending  Trading 

February  20,  1969. 

It  appearing  to  the  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission  that  the  summary 
suspension  of  trading  in  the  common 
stock  and  all  other  securities  of  Telstar, 
Inc.  being  traded  otherwise  than  on  a 
national  securities  exchange  is  required 
in  the  public  interest  and  for  the  pro¬ 
tection  of  investors: 

It  is  ordered.  Pursuant  to  section  15(c) 
(5)  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of 
1934,  that  trading  in  such  st  urities 
otherwise  than  on  a  national  sec  -ities 
exchange  be  summarily  suspended,  this 
order  to  be  effective  for  the  period  Feb¬ 
ruary  24,  1969,  through  March  5,  1969, 
both  dates  inclusive. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Orval  L.  DuBois, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  69-2373;  Filed,  Feb.  26,  1969; 

8:48  a.m.] 
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TEXAS  URANIUM  CORP. 

Order  Suspending  Trading 

February  20,  1969. 

It  appearing  to  the  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission  that  the  siunmary 
suspension  of  trading  in  the  common 
stock  of  Texas  Uranium  Corp.,  Salt  Lake 
City,  Utah,  being  traded  otherwise  than 
on  a  national  securities  exchange  is  re¬ 
quired  in  the  public  interest  and  for  the 
protection  of  investors; 

It  is  ordered.  Pursuant  to  section  15(c) 
(5)  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of 
1934,  that  trading  in  such  securities 
otherwise  than  on  a  national  securities 
exchange  be  summarily  suspended,  this 
order  to  be  effective  for  the  period  Feb¬ 
ruary  23,  1969,  through  March  4,  1969, 
both  dates  inclusive. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Orval  L.  DuBois, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  69-2374;  Piled,  Feb.  26,  1969; 

8:48  a.m.] 


TOP  NOTCH  URANIUM  AND  MINING 
CORP. 

Order  Suspending  Trading 

February  20,  1969. 

It  appearing  to  the  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission  that  the  summary 
suspension  of  trading  in  the  common 
stock  of  Top  Notch  Uranium  and  Min¬ 
ing  Corp.  (a  Utah  corporation) ,  and  all 
other  securities  of  Top  Notch  Uranium 
and  Mining  Corp.  being  traded  other¬ 
wise  than  on  a  national  securities  ex¬ 
change  is  required  in  the  public  interest 
and  for  the  protection  of  investors; 

It  is  ordered.  Pursuant  to  section  15 
(c)  (5)  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act 
of  1934,  that  trading  in  such  securities 
otherwise  than  on  a  national  securities 
exchange  be  summarily  suspended,  this 
order  to  be  effective  for  the  period  Feb¬ 


ruary  22,  1969,  through  March  3,  1969, 
both  dates  inclusive. 

By  the  Commission. 

.[seal]  Orval  L.  DuBois, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  69-2375;  Piled,  Peb.  26,  1969; 
8:48  a.m.] 

[PUe  Nos.  7-3035,  7-3037] 

TRAVELERS  CORP.  AND  PIONEER 
SYSTEMS,  INC. 

Notice  of  Applications  for  Unlisted 
Trading  Privileges  and  of  Oppor¬ 
tunity  for  Hearing 

February  19, 1969. 

In  the  matter  of  applications  of 
the  Philadelphia-Baltimore-Washington 
Stock  Exchange  for  unlisted  trading 
privileges  in  certain  securities. 

The  above-named  national  securities 
exchange  has  filed  applications  with  the 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission 
pursuant  to  section  12(f)(1)(B)  of  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934  and 
Rule  12f-l  thereimder,  for  unlisted  trad¬ 
ing  privileges  in  the  common  stocks  of 
the  following  companies,  which  securi¬ 
ties  are  listed  and  registered  on  one  or 
more  other  national  securities  ex¬ 
changes; 

File  No. 


Travelers  Ck>rp _  7-3035 

Pioneer  Systems,  Inc _  7-3037 


Upon  receipt  of  a  request,  on  or  be¬ 
fore  March  6,  1969,  from  any  interested 
person,  the  Commission  will  determine 
whether  the  application  with  respect  to 
any  of  the  companies  named  shall  be  set 
down  for  hearing.  Any  such  request 
should  state  briefly  the  title  of  the  secu¬ 
rity  in  which  he  is  interested,  the  nature 
of  the  interest  of  the  person  making  the 
request,  and  the  position  he  proposes  to 
take  at  the  hearing,  if  ordered.  In  addi¬ 
tion,  any  interested  person  may  submit 
his  views  or  any  additional  facts  bearing 
on  any  of  the  said  applications  by  means 
of  a  letter  addressed  to  the  Secretary, 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission, 


Washington,  D.C.,  not  later  than  the  date 
specified.  If  no  one  requests  a  hearing 
with  respect  to  any  particular  applica¬ 
tion,  such  application  will  be  determined 
by  order  of  the  Commission  on  the  basis 
of  the  facts  stated  therein  and  other  in¬ 
formation  contained  in  the  official  files  of 
the  Commission  pertaining  thereto. 

For  the  Commission  (pursuant  to 
delegated  authority) . 

[SEAL]  Orval  L.  DuBois, 

Secretary. 

[P.R.  Doc.  69-2376;  Piled,  Peb.  26,  1969; 
8:49  a.m.] 

[Pile  No.  1-4371] 

WESTEC  CORP. 

Order  Suspending  Trading 

•  February  20,  1969. 
The  common  stock,  10  cents  par  value, 
of  Westec  Corp.,  being  listed  and  regis¬ 
tered  on  the  American  Stock  Exchange 
pursuant  to  provisions  of  the  Securities 
Exchange  Act  of  1934  and  all  other  se¬ 
curities  of  Westec  Corp.,  being  traded 
otherwise  than  on  a  national  securities 
exchange:  and 

It  appearing  to  the  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission  that  the  summary 
suspension  of  trading  in  such  securities 
on  such  exchange  and  otherwise  than 
on  a  national  securities  exchange  is  re¬ 
quired  in  the  public  interest  and  for  the 
protection  of  investors: 

It  is  ordered.  Pursuant  to  sections 
15(c)(5)  and  19(a)(4)  of  the  Securities 
Exchange  Act  of  1934,  that  trading  in 
such  securities  on  the  American  Stock 
Exchange  and  otherwise  than  on  a  na¬ 
tional  securities  exchange  be  summarily 
suspended,  this  order  to  be  effective  for 
the  period  February  21,  1969  through 
March  2,  1969,  both  dates  inclusive. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Orval  L.  DuBois, 

Secretary. 

IP.R.  Doc.  69-2377;  Piled,  Peb.  26,  1969; 
8:49  a.m.] 
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317 _ 

Proposed  Rules: 
71 _ 

317  _ 

318  _ 1. 

330 _ 


_  2601 

_  1586 

_ _  2601 

2602 
1586,  2602 


1586 

2177 


_  1602 
_  2506 
:  2506 
_  2134 


10  CFR 

Proposed  Rules: 

50 _  2357 

115 _  2357 


97 _  1813,  2177,  2481 

121 -  2247 

151 -  1634 

165 -  1634,  2307 

207  -  2197 

208  -  2197 

212 -  2197 

225 -  1819 

287  -  2416 

288  -  2110 

297 - 2198 

Proposed  Rules: 

39 _  1955, 1956,  2137,  2356 

71__  1910,  2054,  2255,  2256, 2357, 2612 
203 -  2565 

207  -  2420 

208  -  2420 

212 -  2420 

214 -  2420 

295 -  2420 

15  CFR 

379 - 1 _  1635 

384  - - -  1587,  1895 

385  _  1635 

16  CFR 

13 -  1820- 

1824,  2199,  2200,  2352,  2353,  2604- 
2607,  2652-2654 

15 -  1648,  1824,  1825,  2111,  2551,  2552 

417 . 2417 

Proposed  Rules: 

416 - 1_ .  1773 


17  CFR 


12  CFR 

226 _ 

265 _ 

545 _ 

Proposed  Rules: 

207 _ 

220 _ 

221 _ 


2002, 2017 

_  1633 

2019  2551 


2257. 2507 
2261,  2507 

2268. 2507 


200 _ 

240 _ 

249 _ 

279 _ 

Proposed  Rules: 

239  _ 

240  _ 

249 _ 

270 _ 


13  CFR 

108 _ 

119  _ 

120  _ _ 

123 _ 

Proposed  Rules: 

107 _ 

111 . . . 


— -  2108 

_  1945 

1945, 2248 
1820 


2422 

2311 


14  CFR 


39 _  1633, 1634, 1769,  2246,  2416 

47 -  2480 

71 -  1586, 

1587,  1721,  1890-1894,  2047,  2108, 
2109, 2247,  2306,  2602 

73 -  2306,  2602 

75 _ _ 1721, 1894,  1895,  2307 

91 -  2551 

93 - 2110,  2603,  2652 

95 . 1769 


18  CFR 

141 _ 

260 _ 

303 _ 

Proposed  Rules: 
260 _ 

19  CFR 

1 _ 

4 _ 

16 _ 

Proposed  Rules: 

1 _ 

8 _ 

10 _ 

18 _ 

25___ _ 

33 _ 


_  2501 

1587, 2354, 2502 

_  2502 

_  2503 


_  2362 

_  2613 

2362, 2613 
_  1910 
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1895 
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21  CFR 


2  .  2654 

8 . - . . .  2111 

45 _  1588 

120  _  1588, 

1589,  1946,  2021,  2112,  2501,  2608 

121  _  1589, 1771, 1826,  2021,  2307, 2655 

Proposed  Rules  : 

46 _ 1773 

121 _  2672 

130 _  2673 

22  CFR 

42 _ 1813 

24  CFR 

3  _ 2656 

221 _  1896 

Proposed  Rules: 

1910 _  2673 

25  CFR 

214 _ 2201 

221 _ 2201,  2202,  2500 

255 _  2248 

Proposed  Rules: 

221 . 2115 

26  CFR 

1 _ 1896 

31 _ 1826 

170 _  2248 

186 _ _ _ , _  1590 

194 _ _ _  1592 

196 . . .  2248 

201 _  1592,  1946,  2248 

250  -  2249 

251  _ 1597,  2249,  2480 

252  -  1598,  2249 

29  CFR 

1604 -  1648 

Proposed  Rules: 

526 . 2208 

30  CFR 

250 - - - 2503 

31  CFR 

250 _ _ _  1897 

315  -  1600 

316  -  1600 

342 -  1600 

365 _  1600 

500 - -  2355 

32  CFR 

65 _ 1649 

178 _  2417 

888 _  2048 

891 _  1946 

907 - 1949 

32A  CFR 

BDSA  (Ch.VI) : 

M-llA,Dir.2 _  2561 

33  ^CFR 

2 - - 2202,  2562 

no -  1826,2112,2113,  2252 

117 _ _ _ 2112,  2418,  2658 

205 -  2048 

208 _  2205 


33  CFR — Continued 

Proposed  Rules: 

80 . .  1831 

86 -  1831 

126 -  1831 

144 -  1831 

36  CFR 

7 - - 1950,  2206 

326 _  2206 

Proposed  Rules: 

7 . 2356 

37  CFR 

1 - - -  2206 

Proposed  Rules: 

1 - 2136 

6 _ 2052 

38  CFR 

13 -  1601 

36 - 1601 

39  CFR 

139 - 1 .  1722 

157 -  1722 

171 . 1722 

41  CFR 

1-3 _ 2659 

4-1 . . . r_ _  2308 

4- 4 -  2308 

5- 12 -  1897 

8-1 _ 2309 

12B-12 _ 2207 

50-201 _  2207 

50-204 _  2207 

101-43_ _  1905 

101-44 _  1907 

101-45 _  1907 

42  CFR 

57 - 1 _  1827 

Proposed  Rules; 

73 -  2610 

81 _  2053,  2054 

43  CFR 

Public  Land  Orders: 

1678  (see  PLO  4586) _  2419 

4585  _ 2252 

4586  _  2419 

Proposed  Rules: 

Ch.  n _  2356 

45  CFR 

1012 _  1650 

1060 _ 2419 

46  CFR 

146 _  2084 

308 _  2309 

310 _  1601 

540 _ 1771 

Proposed  Rules: 

2 _ 1831 

6 _  1831 

20 _  1831 

24  . 1831 

25  _  1831 

30  _ 1831 

31  _ 1831 

32  . 1831 

33  . 1831 
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34  . 1831 

35  -  1831 

38  . 1831 

39  . 1831 

40  -  1831 

42  -  2254 

43  . 2254 

45 . 1831,  2254 

70 - 1831 

72 . 1831 

75 _  1831 

78 - 1831 

90 -  1831 

92 - 1831 

94 -  1831 

96- _ _ 1831 

97-  - 1831 

98 - 1831 

no -  1831 

111 . 1831 

146  - 1831 

147  -  1831 

151 -  1831 

160 -  1831 

161___ -  1831 

164 - 1831 

167 - 1831 

175 -  1831 

177 -  1831 

180 _  1831 

184 _  1831 

188 -  1831 

190 -  1831 

192 _  1831 

195 _ 1831 

504 _ 2566 

536 _  2362 

47  CFR 

19 _  1722 

67 _  1723 

73 _  2048 

Proposed  Rules: 

2 _  2055 

15 . 1732 

73  _ 1603, 

1959,  2055,  2208,  2358,  2359,  2612 

74  _ 2361,2362 

49  CFR 

211 _  1827 

369 _  1830 

371 _  1908, 1909,  2114,  2252 

1001 _  2207 

1033 _  1729-1731,  2050,  2355 

Proposed  Rules: 

71 _  1656,  1958 

173 _ 2256 

178 . 2257 

/  232 _  1957,  1958 

371 _ 1836,  2564 

375 _  1957 

Ch.X-_ . •_  2434 

1048- . —  2614 

1056 _  1605 

50  CFR 

16__ .  2562 

33 . 2050,  2113 

240 _  1651 

258 .  2563 


